Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
SUBCHArm  A— iCONOMIC  lEGULATIONS 
(B«c  No.  KR^«061 

PART  2241-ACCESS  TO  AIRCRAFT  FOR 
SAFETY  PURPOSES;  FREE  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  FOR  CERTAIN  FEDERAL 
AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION,  NA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD,  AND  WEATHER  BUREAU 
EMPLOYEES 

Chief  Officer  of  Weather  Bureau 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
B<)ard  at  its  office  in  Washington.  D.C.. 
on  the  25th  day  of  May  1967. 

In  ER--4S5.  effective  April  1,  1967.*  the 
Board  amended  and  reissued  Part  224 
to  reflect  the  establishment  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  and  the 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board 
in  the  Department  of  .Transportation 
and  the  consequent  ctumge  in  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  officials  who  may  request  access 
to  aircraft.  Sections  224.3  (a)  and  (c) 
made  reference  to  the  “Chief,  Weather 
Bureau”  and  the  Board  has  been  advised 
that  the  correct  title  is  now  "Director, 
Weather  Bureau”.  Section  224.3  is  ac¬ 
cordingly  amended  to  reflect  the  correct 
title. 

This  regulation  is  issued  by  the  under¬ 
signed.  pursuant  to  a  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  from  the  Board  to  the  General 
Counsel  in  14  CFR  385.20,  and  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  20  days  after  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Procedures  for 
review  of  this  amendment  by  the  Board 
are  set  forth  in  Subpart  C  of  Part  385 
(14  CFR  385.50-385.54). 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  amends 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)  of  S  224.3  (14 
CFR  224.3  (a),  (O),  effective  Jime  21, 
1967,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  224.3  RequesU  for  access  to  aircraft 

and  free  transportation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  The  person  to  be  transported  shall 
present  to  the  appropriate  agents  of  the 
air  carrier  credentials  or  a  certifleate 
indicating  that  he  is  entitled  to  request 
access  to  aircraft  or  free  transportation 
and  siemed  by  the  Chairman,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  or  the  Director,  Weather 
Bureau,  or  any  official  on  their  staff  they 
may  designate,  and  signed  also  by  the 
person  presenting  such  credentials  or 
certifleate. 

•  •  •  #  • 

(c)  When  free  transportation  is  re¬ 
quested  pursuant  to  S  224.2  involving 
more  than  one  free  trip  within  a  calen¬ 
dar  year  by  the  same  individual  on  the 
same  carrier,  the  person  to  be  trans¬ 
ported  shall,  at  the  time  of  performance 
of  each  such  additional  trip,  present  to 
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the  appropriate  agent  of  the  air  carrier 
a  statement  in  writing  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Federal  Aviatlmi  Admin¬ 
istration,  or  the  Director,  Weather 
Bureau,  or  any  cffilclal  on  their  staff  they 
may  designate,  that  the  additional  trip 
or  trips  by  the  person  named,  between 
the  points  designated  and  cm  tte  type  of 
aircraft  specified  therein,  is  solely  for 
the  purpose  siieclfled  in  I  224.2  and  is 
essential  to  the  effective  performance  of 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  or 
Weather  Bureau  fimctlons. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  204(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968, 
as  amended;  73  Stat.  748;  49  UA.C.  1334) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronuatics  Board. 

[seal]  Joseph  B.  Goldman, 

General  Counsel. 

(FJt.  Doc.  67-6061;  FUed,  May  31,  1967; 

8:47  ajn.] 


(Begulatloai  No.  ERr-494] 

PART  288— EXEMPTION  OF  AIR 
CARRIERS  FOR  MILITARY  CHAR¬ 
TERS  AND  SUBSTITUTE  SERVICE 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  Its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  25th  day  of  May  1967. 

On  March  15,  1967,  by  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  EDR-113/PSDR-18 
(32  FJR.  4421),  the  Board  proposed  to 
amend  Part  288  of  the  regulations  by 
changing  minimum  rates  for  Category 
B  military  charters,  providing  a  blanket 
exemption  for  the  performance  of  mili¬ 
tary  charter  services,  revising  and  incor¬ 
porating  minimum  rates  for  Logair  and 
Quicktrans  domestic  cargo  charters  in 
Part  288,  and  reissuing  Part  288.  Written 
data,  views,  and  argiunents  have  been 
flled  in  response  to  the  notice  by  17  car¬ 
riers  individually,*  12  carriers  Jointly,' 


*  Eight  combination  route  carriers  (Alaska 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Branlff  Airways,  Inc.,  Conti¬ 
nental  Air  Unee,  Inc.,  Northwest  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc., 
Trans  OEtrlbbecm  Alrwa}^,  Inc.,  Trans  World 
Airlines,  Inc.,  wd  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.); 
three  all-cargo  carriers  (Airlift  Intemattonal, 
Inc.,  The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.,  and  Sea- 
boaid  World  AlrUnea,  Inc.);  smd  six  supple¬ 
mental  carriers  (Overseas  National  Airways, 
Inc.,  Saturn  Airways,  Inc.,  Southern  Air 
Transport,  Inc.,  Standard  Airways,  Inc., 
Trans  International  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  Uni¬ 
versal  Airlines,  Inc.). 

■Airlift.  BrEinUT,  Capital  International  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  (Continental,  Flying  Tiger,  North¬ 
west,  ONA,  Saturn,  Seabocud,  TCA  TLA,  and 
World  Airways,  Inc. 


and  by  the  Depariment  of  the  Air  Force 
(DOD).  In  addition,  (xinferenoes  have 
been  held  with  carrier  and  DOD  repre- 
•entatives  conoeming  each  carrier’s  com¬ 
ments  on  Its  unit-cost  forecasts  as  ad¬ 
justed  by  the  Board  and  presented  in  the 
notice,  and  the  Board  has  heard  the 
views  of  several  carriers  and  DOD  at  an 
oral  presentation  that  was  open  to  all 
interested  persons.  All  written  and  oral 
comments  and  supporting  materials  be¬ 
fore  the  Board  havq  been  <»irefully  (xm- 
sidered,  and  all  contentkms  not  other¬ 
wise  di^cosed  of  hereinafter  are  rejected. 
Final  amendments  to  Part  399,  State¬ 
ments  of  General  Policy,  are  being 
adopted  concurrently  herewith  (P8-33). 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
with  respect  to  the  proposals  to  amend 
Part  288,  (1)  to  incorporate  the  charter 
exemption  and  charter  minimum-rate 
provisions  of  §  399.16  and  to  provide  a 
blanket  exemption  fnnn  section  403  of 
the  Act  for  all  military  charter  services 
covered  by  the  minimum-rate  conditions 
in  the  reissued  Part  288,  (2)  to  make 
techni<»l  and  clarifying  changes,  (3)  to 
establish  separate  minimum  rates  for 
turboprop  (diarters,  (4)  to  establish  min¬ 
imum  aircraft  loads  for  Ij-382,  DC-8F- 
61.  and  DC-8F-63  aircraft,  and  (5)  ^ 
spe(dfy  Yokota  rather  than  TachlkaKa 
as  the  standard  routing  point  in  Japan. 
Similarly,  no  party  objected  to  the  pro¬ 
posals  to  retain  current  minimum  rates 
for  Category  B  piston  (diarters  and  to 
permit  the  current  minimum  rates  for 
Logair  and  Quicktrans  charters  to  <x>n- 
tinue  in  effect  for  the  remainder  of  the 
flscal  year.  We  will  therefore  adopt  the 
preceding  prcHWsals  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  the  notice,  which  are  in<x>rpo- 
rated  herein  by  reference. 

I.  Category  B  Minimum  Rates  for 
Large  Turbine  AntCRArr 

rates  adopted 

Upon  consideration  of  the  comments 
received  and  adjusted  cost  data,  the 
Board  has  adopted  revised  mlnimiun  fair 
and  reasonable  rates.  The  existing  basic 
minimum  rates  for  Category  B  charters, 
those  proposed  in  the  notice,  and  those 
adopted  herein  for  large  turbine  aircraft 
are  as  follows: 


Turboprops 

Recular  turbojets 

DC-SF-41,  -03 

Bound 

trip 

One  wey 

Round 

trip 

One  wey 

Round 

trip 

One  wey 

PasMnKcr,  p«r  pMMnfer-mlle: 

Prewnt . 

Propowd . 

Adoptad . . . 

CwRO.  per  ton-mile: 

nieeent . 

Proposed. . . . . 

Adopted . . 

CtnU 

LOO 

aoo 

aoo 

9.00 

9.00 

AM 

S88  888 

CtnU 

3.00 

1.7S 

1.M 

9.00 

7.00 

7.4fi 

OiUf 

AW 

A30 

AW 

1AM 

lAt7 

lAU 

Omte 

AW 

1.76 

l.W 

9.W 

7.W 

AW 

CnU 

AW 

A30 

AOS 

1AM 

1A67 

1A» 
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COSTS  OF  SERVICK 

The  proposed  minimum  rates  set  forth 
In  the  notice  were  predicated  upon  the 
estimated  costs,  including  profit  after 
taxes,  of  performing  MAC  *  passenger  and 
cargo  charters  in  fiscal  year  1968  by  most 
of  the  carriers  involved  in  those  trans¬ 
portation  services.  Hie  cost  data  on 
which  we  relied  were  originally  developed 
by  the  individual  carriers  and  were  sub¬ 
sequently  subjected  to  careful  analysis 
by  IX>D  and  by  the  Board.  On  the  basis 
of  the  comments  and  new  information 
submitted  subsequent  to  the  notice,  the 
Board  has  modified  in  numerous  respects 
the  cost  estimates  for  fiscal  1968  as  shown 
in  the  notice.  These  modifications  are 
shown  in  detail  for  each  carrier  in  the 
attached  aiHiendixes,  and  the  more  sig¬ 
nificant  elements  are  discussed  in  the 
following  pages. 

Cost  increases.  The  carriers’  comments 
set  forth  various  categories  of  cost  in¬ 
creases  that  have  occurred  since  their 
original  estimates  were  prepared  and 
submitted  late  last  year,  or  that  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  occur  in  fiscal  year  1968.  The 
most  generally  applicable  of  these  is  a 
12.5-percent  Increase  over  fiscal  1966 
levels  in  the  price  of  fuel  purchased  from 
military  sources  that  became  effective  on 
January  1.  1967.  This  increase  has  been 
recognized  in  the  fiscal  1968  costs  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  the  Individual  carriers’  usage 
of  military  fuel  as  opposed  to  commercial 
fuel.  In  addition,  most  carriers  sulmiltted 
data  with  respect  to  new  labor  contracts 
reflecting  pay  increases  for  various  cate¬ 
gories  of  their  employees,  eg;.,  pilots, 
mechanics,  groimd  personnel,  etc.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  our  usual  policy  in  this 
regard,  we  have  made  allowance  in  the 
fiscal  1968  costs  for  the  estimated  effect 
of  those  wage  and  salary  increases  which 
have  been  made  effective,  which  are 
covered  by  signed  contracts,  and  also 
those  which  refiect  a  firm  offer  made  by 
the  carrier  in  pending  negotiations.  The 
Board  has  not  made  allowance  for  other 
pay  increases  anticipated  by  some  of  the 
carriers  because  of  the  uncertain  status 
of  such  Increases  and  because  they  may 
be  offset  by  operating  economies  that 
similarly  have  not  been  refiected.  The 
carriers’  rapid  rate  of  growth,  both  in 
their  MAC  (^rations  and  in  total,  should 
rMult  in  some  unit-cost  reductions  that 
have  not  been  given  weight  in  developing 
the  costs  for  fiscal  year  1968.  The  steady 
decline  in  the  industry’s  unit  costs  of  op¬ 
eration  during  the  past  several  years 
despite  repeated  wage  and  other  cost  in¬ 
creases  attests  to  the  carriers’  ability  to 
absorb  these  cost  increases. 

Aircraft  and  traffic  servicing  expenses. 
Various  carriers’  comments  either  op¬ 
posed  the  Board’s  treatment  of  this 
category  of  expense  in  the  notice  or  sub¬ 
mitted  revised  or  additional  data.  Flying 
'Tiger  furnished  a  revised  allocation  of 
these  costs  to  its  MAC  charter  services 
which  reflects  a  direct  assignment  of 
costs  at  points  served  exclusively  for 
MAC  charters  and  a  prorate  of  costs  at 
stations  served  both  in  commercial  and 
MAC  operations.  While  the  basic  ap- 


*  Military  Airlift  Command. 


proach  is  reasonable,  the  methodology 
used  by  Tiger  has  the  effect  of  allocat¬ 
ing  a  portion  of  commercial  traffic  serv¬ 
icing  costs  to  the  MAC  charters.  The 
Board  has  modified  the  cost  allocation 
submitted  by  Tiger  to  correct  this  allo¬ 
cation,  since  MAC  is  responsible  for 
traffic  servicing  functions.  We  have  also 
allocated  Tiger’s  regional  and  system  ex¬ 
pense  on  the  basis  of  relative  dollar  ex¬ 
penses  in  lieu  of  weighted  departures  as 
used  by  the  carrier.  Trans  Caribbean  also 
furnished  a  revised  allocation  of  aircraft 
and  traffic  servicing  expense  which  we 
have  accepted  with  modifications  related 
to  exclusion  of  traffic  servicing  costs  and 
reallocation  of  regional  and  system  costs. 
Continental  submitted  cost  data  related 
to  points  now  served  in  Vietnam  which 
were  not  served  in  fiscal  year  1966  or 
refiected  in  the  base  year  costs.  The 
Board  has  incorporated  these  costs  to¬ 
gether  with  an  allocation  of  regional  and 
system  expenses.  We  have  not  recognized, 
however,  a  claim  for  landing  fees  at 
Saigon  because  of  the  contingent  nature 
of  that  cost.  Alaska  Airlines  submitted  a 
new  forecast  of  aircraft  and  traffic  serv¬ 
icing  costs  which  appears  reasonable, 
and  we  have  accepted  it  for  purposes  of 
this  proceeding. 

Airlift  urges  the  Board  to  adjust  its 
recognized  aircraft  and  traffic  servicing 
costs  to  exclude  the  effect  of  a  wet-lease 
operation  for  which  it  states  costs  are 
lower.  ’The  supporting  data  submitted  are 
not  adequate  to  warrant  the  claimed  ad¬ 
justment.  Similarly,  TWA  now  claims 
misclassification  of  certain  aircraft  and 
traffic  servicing  costs  but  sutnnitted  no 
supporting  detail.  Seaboard  takes  issue 
with  the  Board’s  original  adjustment  of 
its  allocation  of  aircraft  and  traffic  serv¬ 
icing  costs  but  presents  no  new  facts  of 
a  better  allocation  technique.  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  suggests  the  Board  modify  the  rec¬ 
ognized  aircraft  and  traffic  servicing 
expense  by  restoring  overhead  related  to 
our  disallowance  of  cargo  liability  in¬ 
surance.  We  have  consistently  allocated 
overhesul  on  the  basis  of  dollars  of  direct 
expense  without  examining  each  element 
of  overhead  cost  for  its  relevance  to  the 
DOD  services.  It  is  appropriate,  there¬ 
fore,  to  treat  the  exclu^on  of  cargo  lia¬ 
bility  insurance  similarh^.  Accordingly, 
we  find  no  basis  in  these  comments  to 
modify  the  costs  set  forth  in  the  notice. 

Aircraft  maintenance  expense.  Branlff 
contends  that  the  Indirect  maintenance 
element  recognized  in  the  notice,  which 
was  based  on  an  average  of  other  car¬ 
riers’  ratios  of  indirect  to  direct  mainte¬ 
nance,  is  too  low.  This  approach  was 
used  in  view  of  Branlff’s  then  limited 
experience  with  the  B-707-320C  aircraft. 
’The  carrier  has  furnished  a  revised  esti¬ 
mate  based  on  actual  costs  through  De¬ 
cember  1966  which  the  Board  has  ac¬ 
cepted.  ’nils  modification  results  in  a 
moderately  higher  allowsmce  for  indi¬ 
rect  maintenance  than  was  refiected  in 
the  notice.  Flying  Tiger  claims  correctly 
that  the  recognized  maintenance  expense 
was  understated  because  it  was  based 
on  revenue  aircraft  miles  including  mile¬ 
age  fiown  by  a  leased  aircraft  on  which 
maintenance  was  performed  by  the 


lessor.  We  have  modified  the  recognized 
maintenance  cost  accordingly. 

Aircraft  depreciation.  In  the  notice  the 
Board  used  the  same  depreciation  policies 
employed  in  earlier  minimum  rate  re¬ 
views.*  l^ese  policies  are  consistent  with 
the  depreciation  practices  of  a  prepon¬ 
derance  of  the  civil  air  carriers.  ’The  Joint 
carrier  comments  urge  a  chsmge  in  de¬ 
preciation  policy  but  do  not  suggest  what 
new  service  life  or  residual  value  should 
be  used.  Northwest  contends  that  the 
Board  should  not  extend  the  deprecia¬ 
tion  life  used  by  a  carrier,*  and  United 
states  it  does  not  agree  that  the  Board’s 
policies  are  necessarily  proper  for  rate¬ 
making  purposes. 

’The  arguments  are  largely  based  on 
asserted  obsolescence  of  aircraft  in  MAC 
charter  use.  It  is  implied  that  the  large 
jet  aircraft  to  be  introduced  in  2  years 
or  so  will  supplant  the  current  genera¬ 
tion  of  long-range  Jet  aircraft  in  MAC 
services.  ’The  B-747  aircraft  should  prove 
to  be  a  highly  iiseful  and  economic  air-^ 
craft  in  many  tsrpes  of  MAC  services. 
However,  it  does  not  follow  that  the 
smaller  (165-seat)  jets  wiU  no  longer  be 
used.  ’There  may  well  be  many  routes  on 
which  the  service  requirements  will  be 
better  met  by  the  smaller  aircraft. 
Moreover,  it  does  not  follow  that  the 
standard  Jets  will  have  no  economic 
place  in  air  transportation  after  the 
larger  jets  are  Introduced.  The  fact  that 
carriers  continue  to  order  the  standard 
Jets  despite  the  imminence  of  the  large 
jet  suggests  that  the  industry  expects 
to  make  productive  use  of  them  for  many 
years.  Accordingly,  we  will  adhere  to  the 
12-year  life  for  the  standard  jets  and  10 
years  for  the  turboprops. 

Aircraft  rentals.  Trans  International 
claims  an  allowance  for  aircraft  rental 
expense  in  connection  with  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  substitute  service.  We  ^ve  rec¬ 
ognized  this  expense  after  deducting  the 
revenues  received  from  such  flights. 

Passenger  service.  Trans  Interna¬ 
tional  pr(Kx>ses  an  adjustment  of  the 
allowance  set  forth  in  the  notice  to  re¬ 
fiect  an  increase  in  passenger  liability 
insurance  costs.  The  carrier’s  claim  ap¬ 
pears  properly  substantiated  and  has 
been  accepted. 

Ground  property  maintenance  and  de¬ 
preciation.  Alaska  Airlines  contends  that 
a  portion  of  these  costs  at  Anchorage 
must  be  allocated  to  MAC  to  refiect  the 
Joint  use  of  that  station  by  its  commer¬ 
cial  and  MAC  sen  .ces.  The  claimed  cost 
appears  reasonable  and  has  been 
recognized. 

General  burden  expense.  Various  mod¬ 
ifications  have  been  made  to  the  esti¬ 
mates  of  general  burden  costs  recog¬ 
nized  in  the  notice.  In  the  case  of  TWA, 
we  have  recomputed  the  burden  ratio  to 
other  costs  to  exclude  aircraft  rentals, 
but  we  have  not  accepted  the  additional 
amounts  claimed  as  related  specifically 
to  MAC  servl<;es.  As  earlier  stated,  we 
believe  it  is  more  appropriate  to  allo¬ 
cate  overhead  on  the  basis  of  the  other 


«Jet  aircraft — 13-year  life,  18  percent  re¬ 
sidual;  turboprop  aircraft — 10-)rear  life,  18 
percent  realduai. 

■Northweea  uses  a  10-year  life  on  Its  je* 
aircraft. 
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costs  of  the  respective  operations.  An 
approach  that  would  single  out  selected 
overhead  expenses  for  direct  assignment 
to  the  MAC  services  would  require  that 
overhead  costs  unrelated  to  IdAC  be 
identified  and  charged  In  total  elsewhere. 
In  the  case  of  Airlift,  the  estimated  ef¬ 
fect  of  salary  Increases  for  office  per¬ 
sonnel  has  been  reflected. 

Special  MAC  costs.  Several  carriers 
urge  that  additional  allowance  be  made 
for  costs  peculiar  to  the  MAC  charter 
operations.  For  example,  Airlift,  North¬ 
west,  and  Trans  Caribbean  contend  that 
flight  crew  costs  per  mile  are  higher  in 
MAC  operations  because  of  lower  pilot 
utilization.  Irregularity  of  those  opera¬ 
tions  and  the  necessity  for  frequent  crew 
deadheading,  higher  travel  expenses, 
etc.  It  Is  also  contended  that  various 
categories  of  costs  related  to  aircraft 
positioning  and  depositioning  flights  are 
properly  charged  wholly  to  the  MAC 
services.  With  respect  to  crew  costs,  nei¬ 
ther  Airlift  nor  Northwest  has  purported 
to  make  a  direct  assignment  of  such  costs 
In  their  entirety  to  IdAC  flights,  although 
there  Is  no  apparent  reason  why  this 
cannot  be  done.  Instead  they  propose 
that  the  Board  start  with  their  Inter¬ 
national  system  average  crew  costs  per 
aircraft-mile  and  add  an  appropriate 
allowance  to  cover  the  costs  asserted  to 
be  peculiar  to  MAC  services.  We  see  no 
objection  to  basing  MAC  costs  In  this 
category  on  overall  averages.  Neither  do 
we  see  any  objection  to  a  direct  assign¬ 
ment  of  crew  costs  In  total.  It  is  not 
equitable  or  appropriate,  however,  to 
single  out  various  costs  that  may  be 
higher  In  MAC  services  and  add  them  to 
the  overall  average,  without  so  treating 
other  types  of  costs  that'  may  be  lower 
In  MAC  operations.  The  costs  that  are 
asserted  to  be  higher  in  MAC  operations 
are,  of  course,  reflected  In  the  overall  or 
system  average.  Trans  Caribbean,  on  the 
other  hand,  has  submitted  a  revised  cost 
forecast  affecting  most  cost  categories 
consistent  with  Its  reported  direct  as¬ 
signment  of  costs  on  Form  41  supple¬ 
mental  schedule  P-5.2.  The  latter  costs 
and  imderlylng  methodology  appear 
reasonable,  and  we  have  accepted  the 
Form  41  data  In  this  proceeding. 

With  respect  to  the  costs  of  the  posi¬ 
tioning  and  deposltloning  flights,  the 
Board  Is  not  persuaded  that  an  allow¬ 
ance  over  and  above  the  carriers’  aver¬ 
age  costs  Is  warranted.  The  costs  of  such 
flights  are,  of  course,  reflected  In  the  car¬ 
riers’  aecoimts  and  In  average  costs  per 
aircraft  mile.  While  it  Is  true  that  MAC 
charter  flights  in  general  necessitate 
some  positioning  and/or  deposltloning 
flights,  the  extent  of  those  flights  lies  In 
part  within  the  discretion  of  Individual 
carriers.  It  Is  by  no  means  clear  that 
every  mile  of  all  such  flights  should  be 
charged  to  the  MAC  charters  or  that 
some  portion  should  not  be  charged  to 
the  other  revenue  service  to/from  which 
the  aircraft  Is  being  moved.  Presumably, 
a  carrier’s  entire  operation  Is  braeflted 


by  the  added  volume  of  business  and  uti¬ 
lization  represented  by  the  MAC  char¬ 
ters.  Accordingly,  it  Is  iqipropiiate,  we 
believe,  to  treat  the  costs  of  irasitlonlng 
and  deposltloning  flights  as  a  system  ex¬ 
pense  subject  to  allocation  to  MAC 
services. 

Pan  American  contends  that  adjust¬ 
ment  of  Its  recognized  costs  per^lrcraft- 
mlle  should  be  made  to  reflect  the  air¬ 
craft  speed  realized  In  MAC  services, 
which  Is  said  to  be  different  from  that 
In  commercial  services.  'The  carriers 
have  generally  developed  their  cost  data 
for  purposes  of  these  minimum-rate  re¬ 
views  on  the  basis  of  system  average 
speeds  in  international  services,  and  the 
Bosird  has  accepted  this  method.  It  is 
not  apparent  from  the  data  submitted 
why  such  average  speeds  are  not  repre¬ 
sentative  for  MAC  flights,  and  accord¬ 
ingly  we  will  not  modify  this  method  at 
this  time. 

Aircraft  utilization.  ’The  costs  of  MAC 
charter  operations  shown  In  the  notice 
were  generally  based  on  aircraft  utiliza¬ 
tion  exi}erlenced  in  fiscal  year  1966  or 
on  the  carriers’  estimates  for  fiscal  1968 
If  the  latter  were  higher.  Comparatively 
few  comments  were  directed  to  this  ele¬ 
ment  In  the  proposed  rates.  Airlift  con¬ 
tends  the  rates  ^oiild  be  based  on  utili¬ 
zation  of  9  to  10  hours  per  day  as  a 
means  of  offsetting  a  declining  return  to 
shareholders  due  to  higher  interest 
rates.  Airlift’s  comment  affords  no  basis 
to  conclude  that  the  aircraft  utilization 
rates  used  in  this  proceeding  are  not  rea¬ 
sonable  estimates  for  fiscal  year  1968 
operations.  The  carrier’s  comment  goes 
to  the  level  of  the  rate-of-retum  allow¬ 
ance,  which  we  have  decided  to  maintain 
at  9  percent  after  taxes. 

’Trans  International  proposes  that  we 
substitute  the  average  daily  utilization 
of  all  the  carriers  In  lieu  of  the  estimate 
recognized  for  ’ITA.  Apart  from  the  fact 
that  the  difference  Is  quite  small,  the 
basis  for  TTA’s  contention  is  not  clear. 
Prestunably,  the  carrier  would  argue 
that  all  the  carriers’  costs  should  be 
based  on  a  uniform  utilization  rate.  It 
Is  sounder  we  believe  to  develop  each 
carrier’s  costs  as  accurately  as  possible 
on  an  Individual  basis,  the  rate  to  be 
set  within  the  range  of  costs,  than  to 
inject  Industry  averages  into  the  Indi¬ 
vidual  carrier  costs.  Continental  and 
Braniff  assert  that  their  estimated  utili¬ 
zation  rates  should  be  adjusted  down¬ 
ward  to  reflect  the  periods  during  which 
their  idrcraft  will  be  out  of  service  for 
modification.  We  have  not  reflected  any 
such  change,  since  the  carriers'  current 
experience  is  running  above  the  level  on 
which  their  costs  are  based,  thus  offer¬ 
ing  a  cushion  to  absorb  the  necessary 
time  lost  to  the  modification  program. 

Alaska  Airlines  requests  we  modify 
the  dally  utilization  level  recognized  In 
connection  with  its  L-382  aircraft.  In  the 
notice  we  relied  on  11  hours  per  day  in 
the  absence  of  actual  experienced  data. 
TTie  carrier  has  presented  Information 
showing  its  actual  Lr-382  utilization,  and 
on  the  basis  (ff  that  showing  we  have 


modified  the  recognized  utilization  to 
10  hours  per  day. 

Return  on  investment.  The  carriers 
again  question  the  use  of  the  traditional 
9-percent  rate  of  return  on  investment 
in  computing  the  minimum  rates  and 
urge  the  adoption  of  a  10.5-percent  rate 
of  return.  The  carriers  contend  that  the 
9-percent  return  is  Inadequate  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  rates  of  return  used  in  other 
Board  ratemaking  proceedings  and  in 
relation  to  the  unusual  risks  of  DOD 
operations.  Risks  of  sudden  curtailment 
of  business,  of  loss  of  equipment,  of  call¬ 
up  of  reserve  aircraft  in  an  airlift  emer¬ 
gency,  and  of  early  obsolescence  of  air¬ 
craft  used  In  DOD  service  are  cited  as 
risks  not  obtaining  in  commercial  trans¬ 
portation.  The  carriers  maintain  that 
these  risks,  the  lack  of  a  "utilization 
cushion,’’  and  accepted  rates  of  return  in 
commercial,  service-mail,  and  subsidy 
rate  cases  require  an  Increase  in  the 
return  on  Investment  included  In  Cate¬ 
gory  B  minimum  rates. 

The  9-percent  return  used  In  past 
minimum-rate  reviews  continues  to  be 
reasonable  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board. 
The  risks  peculiar  to  DOD  operations, 
emphasized  by  the  carriers  In  their  com¬ 
ments  and  in  oral  presentation,  were  also 
pointed  out  in  past  minimum-rate  re¬ 
views.  ’The  Board  has  considered  such 
risks  in  relation  to  the  fact  that  DOD 
operations  are  performed  under  annual 
contracts  with  minimum-rate  protection 
from  the  Board  affording  a  degree  of 
flexibility  in  equipment  utilization  and 
stability  that  has  no  counterpart  in  any 
other  type  of  service.  The  carriers  have 
been  unable  to  point  to  any  new  factors 
suggesting  that  this  equation  may  no 
longer  be  balanced.  The  Board  has  ac¬ 
cordingly  determined  not  to  depart  from 
its  established  practice  of  including  a 
9-percent  return  on  Investment  in  the 
minimum  rates  for  military  operations. 

Investment  base.  The  joint  carrier 
comments  and  those  of  Pan  American 
and  TWA  contend  that  the  Board  should 
Include  equipment  purchase  deposits  in 
the  recognized  rate  base.  It  is  argued 
that  these  new  aircraft  are  being  pur¬ 
chased  at  DOD’s  urging  and  that  there 
would  be  no  prejudice  to  the  ratepayer  in 
recognizing  the  deposits  ciirrently,  since 
DOD  is  both  the  current  and  future  rate¬ 
payer.  The  Board  has  only  recently 
adopted  a  policy  for  ratemaking  pur¬ 
poses  xmder  which  equipment  purchase 
deposits  would  not  be  recognized  in  the 
current  rate  base  but  interest  on  such 
deposits  may  be  capitalized  and  amor¬ 
tized  when  the  equipment  is  ultimately 
purchased  and  brought  into  service.* 
We  see  no  basis  to  depart  from  the  policy 
here,  and  the  only  basis  suggested  is 
that  DOD  is  both  the  current  and  future 
ratepayer.  Even  assuming  that  this 
proves  to  be  true,  it  would  be  no  reason 
for  charging  DOD  now  with  costs  essen- 
tlaUy  related  to  aircraft  to  be  acquired 


•  Section  399.39  of  the  Statemente  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Policy,  Regulation  No.  PS-32,  effective 
May  1.  1967. 
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and  used  sometime  in  the  future.  Al¬ 
though  there  may  be  little  difference  in 
the  aggregate  cost  in  the  long  run.  DOD 
has  a  legitimate  Interest  in  its  costs  year 
by  year,  and  we  can  see  no  basis  to  re¬ 
quire  DOD  to  pay  in  fiscal  year  1968 
costs  that  will  more  properly  relate  to 
subsequent  periods. 

Trans  International  prc^^oses  that  the 
Investment  in  flight  equipment  be  recog¬ 
nized  at  original  cost  for  6  years,  there¬ 
after  declining  to  residual  value  on  a 
straight-line  basis  for  6  more  years.  It 
is  argued  that  the  usual  treatment  of 
investment  at  depreciated  cost  fails  to 
take  adequate  account  of  the  rapid  obso¬ 
lescence  of  aircraft  due  to  MAC’S  aircraft 
modernization  programs  and  fails  to  per¬ 
mit  enough  profit  to  provide  sufficient 
capital  to  acquire  more  modem  aircraft. 
The  carrier’s  proposal  has  the  effect  of 
inflating  the  return  element.  Over  the 
full  12-year  life  the  total  return  element 
would  be  substantially  greater  than  if 
based  on  depreciated  cost  each  year.  In 
this  sense,  the  carrier’s  contention  is 
really  part  and  parcel  of  the  rate-of- 
retum  issue,  which  is  dealt  with  else¬ 
where  herein.  Moreover,  the  carrier  con¬ 
cedes  its  purpose  is  to  obtain  funds  to 
purchase  modernized  aircraft.  However, 
it  is  the  carrier’s  obligation,  not  the  rate¬ 
payer’s,  to  supply  capital  to  the  enter¬ 
prise.  The  ratepayer’s  obligation  is 
limited  to  paying  the  reasonable  costs  of 
such  cf^ital.  Accordingly,  we  And  no 
basis  to  depart  from  our  customary 
policy  in  this  regard. 

Provision  for  taxes.  The  rates  proposed 
in  the  notice  included  provision  for  Fed¬ 
eral  income  taxes  and  in  some  instances 
for  State  income  taxes.  Continental  now 
claims  allowance  for  State  income  taxes, 
which  will  be  allowed  and  at  the  same 
time  treated  as  an  additional  deduction 
for  Federal  tax  purposes.  Flying  Tiger 
requests  us  to  include  a  State  tax  allow¬ 
ance  inadvertently  omitted  from  the 
notice  although  claimed  by  the  carrier. 
This  correction  will  be  made  herein. 
Tiger  also  makes  a  claim  for  State  prop¬ 
erty  tax  on  its  flight  equiixnent.  The 
amount  claimed,  however,  is  not  ade¬ 
quately  substantiated.  Appropriate  al¬ 
lowance  is  reflected  by  use  of  the  carrier’s 
experienced  costs  for  calendar  year  1966, 
which  include  actual  tax  amounts  paid. 
Alaska  Airlines  has  also  claimed  an  al¬ 
lowance  for  State  prc^rty  taxes  which  is 
reasonable  and  has  been  allowed. 

MINIMUM  RATES 

Round-trip  charters.  Set  forth  below 
are  the  total  costs  of  sendee,  including 
return  on  Investment  and  income  taxes, 
for  round-trip  passenger  and  cargo 
charters,  as  recognized  herein.  The  ap- 
pedixes  show  the  development  of  each 
unit  cost  as  well  as  a  comparison  with 
the  unit  costs  relied  upon  in  the  notice. 


Total  coats  per— 

Paaaenger- 

mlle 

Cargo 

tao-mlle 

Standard  }eti; 

Airlift . 

CnU 

1.86 

CVnft 

7.12 

1.79 

6.85 

Capitol... . 

2.01 

7.78 

1.56 

5.92 

l.W 

7.61 

1.82 

&84 

Pan  American; 

B-300  . 

2.19 

B-321  B/C . 

2.07 

B-300  C . 

7.57 

1.96 

7.18 

1.92 

1.70 

6.59 

Trans  World: 

B-331 . 

1.90 

B-SOO  C . 

8.28 

World . 

1.60 

6.13 

Stretched  Jets: 

1.79 

7.00 

1.63 

1.56 

6.36 

Turboprops' 

Airlift _ 

8.47 

Flyln?  Tiger . 1 . - 

9.58 

9.27 

Alaska  (L^j . . 

10.05 

In  the  notice,  the  Board  proposed  to  flx 
minimum  rates  for  Category  B  charters 
with  all  Jet  aircraft.  Including  the 
stretched  Jets,  and  separate  and  higher 
minimum  rates  for  turboprop  aircraft. 
i.e.,  the  CD-44  and  L-382.  FOr  the  Jets, 
those  rates  were  based  upon  averages  of 
the  recognized  unit  costs,  each  carrier’s 
unit  cost  being  weighted  by  an  index  of 
so-called  award  points.  The  proposed 
round-trip  charter  minimum  rates  were 
1.75  cents  per  passenger-mile  and  7.0 
cents  per  cargo  ton-mile.  A  similar 
weight^  average  was  computed  for  the 
turboprcH?  aircraft;  and,  since  such  aver¬ 
age  was  close  to  the  existing  minimum 
rate  for  those  aircraft  (9  cents  per  cargo 
ton-mile) ,  we  proposed  no  change  in  that 
rate. 

The  principal  controversies  in  this  area 
relate  to  the  use  of  DOD  award  points 
for  weighting  purposes  and  the  weight 
to  be  accorded  the  stretched  Jets  in  de¬ 
termining  the  new  minimum  rates. 

With  respect  to  the  latter.  DOD  sup¬ 
ports  the  proposal  for  uniform  minimum 
rates  at  present,  in  view  of  the  lack  of 
experienced  operating  costs,  but  states 
that  it  expects  that  the  lower  costs  of  the 
stretched  Jets  will  Justify  separate  mini- 
miun  rates  in  the  future.  It  is  DOD's  posi¬ 
tion  that,  for  uniform  competitive  rates 
to  be  effective,  the  costs  of  the  more  effi¬ 
cient  aircraft  should  be  given  full  weight 
in  determining  the  average  costs.  If  such 
a  procedure  results  in  minimum  rates  too 
low  for  the  less  efficient  aircraft,  that 
fact  would  appear  to  establish  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  separate  minimum  rates. 

TLA  supports  the  concept  of  uniform 
minimum  rates  for  the  conventi<mal  and 
stretched  Jets  at  present  because  of  the 
lack  of  cost  data  and  the  limited  pro¬ 
posed  service  of  the  stretched  Jets  in  fis¬ 
cal  1968.  The  carrier  suggests  analyzing 
the  cost  data  during  the  coming  year  for 
possible  consideration  of  separate  mini¬ 
mum  rates  in  the  following  fiscal  year. 
Although  Airlift  also  supports  uniform 
minimum  rates,  it  and  the  other  carriers 


commenting  on  the  subject  generally  op¬ 
pose  inclusion  of  the  stretched-Jet  pro¬ 
jected  unit  costs  in  the  averaging  proc¬ 
ess,  since  there  are  no  experienced  costs 
for  them  and  both  the  delivery  dates  and 
the  extent  of  use  in  DOD  charters  are 
uncertain.  TWA  favors  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  separate  minimum  rates  at  this 
time  pending  a  reasonable  period  of  op¬ 
erating  experience  with  the  stretched 
Jets. 

Upon  giving  this  matter  further  con¬ 
sideration,  the  Board  has  decided  not  to 
average  in  with  the  DC-8F  and  B-707 
costs  the  anticipated  costs  of  DC-8-61 
aircraft.  Instead,  we  will  establish  sepa¬ 
rate  minimum  rates  for  the  DC-8-61 
based  on  the  projected  operating  costs 
of  that  aircraft. 

As  calculated  in  the  notice,  the  pro¬ 
jected  average  costs  for  DOD  operations 
using  large  Jet  aircraft  reflected  approx¬ 
imately  a  12-percent  weighting  for  DC- 
8-61  aircraft.  In  other  words,  it  was 
assumed  that  the  DC-8-61  participation 
in  DOD  charters  using  large  turbojet 
aircraft  would  approximate  12  percent, 
and  this  assumption  was  based  in  large 
measure  on  the  expectation  that  the 
manufacturer’s  delivery  dates  scheduled 
at  that  time  would  be  met.  It  now  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  questionable  whether  a  reli¬ 
able  delivery  schedule  can  be  projected 
at  this  time,  and  therefore  the  extent  of 
DC-8-61  participation  in  the  fiscal  1968 
DOD  program  is  largely  a  matter  of  con¬ 
jecture.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
Board  has  determined  that,  in  fairness  to 
all  concerned,  it  should  set  a  separate 
rate  for  the  so-called  "stretched  Jets." 
By  doing  so,  the  DC-8-61  operations 
should  return  their  full  costs  Just  as  the 
B-707  and  DC-8F  operations  should;  and 
DOD  will  have  the  benefits  of  the  lower 
DC-8-61  unit  costs  to  the  extent  of  their 
actual  participation  in  the  program. 

The  Board  remains  impersuaded  by 
argmnents  that,  because  of  the  lack  of 
experienced  results  with  the  DC-8-61,  it 
is  inappropriate  to  base  a  minimiim  rate 
on  forecasts  of  its  operating  costs  and 
that  it  should  be  made  subject  to  min¬ 
imum  rates  based  entirely  on  cost  fore¬ 
casts  for  the  DC-^F  and  B-707.  All  fore¬ 
casts  are  based  on  estimates  that  may 
or  may  not  prove  reliable,  and  forecasts 
made  without  the  guidance  of  past  ex¬ 
perience  may' be  somewhat  less  reliable 
than  those  rooted  in  experience.  Never¬ 
theless,  It  is  necessary  to  make  some  cost 
forecast  for  the  DC-8-61,  if  there  is  to 
be  a  reasonable  minimum  rate  for  that 
aircraft.  There  is  no  virtue  in  merely 
assuming  that  it  will  operate  at  the  same 
iinlt  costs  as  the  DC-8F  and  B-707,  as 
some  carriers  suggest,  when  an  impor¬ 
tant  factor  behind  its  design  and  pur¬ 
chase  is  the  desire  to  achieve  greater 
efficiency.  There  seems  to  be  little  doubt 
but  that  the  DC-8-61  will  operate  at 
lower  unit  costs  than  the  DC-8F  and 
B-707,  the  only  real  question  being  how 
much  lower. 

The  Board  believes  that  there  is  suffi¬ 
cient  data  upon  which  to  make  a  rea¬ 
sonable  forecast  for  the  DC-8-61.  It  has 
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essentially  used  the  forecasts  of  the  car¬ 
riers  themselves  adjusted  In  accordance 
with  the  Board’s  policies  In  military 
mlnim\un-rate  reviews.  The  same  pro¬ 
cedure  was  used  by  the  Board  last  year  In 
fixing  a  separate  minimum  rate  for  the 
B-727,  for  which  there  was  also  no  ex¬ 
perience.  and  tile  Board  has  been  made 
aware  of  no  reason  why  It  should  not  do 
the  same  here. 

In  its  submission  prior  to  the  Issuance 
of  the  notice.  DOD  represented  the 
award-point  Index  as  a  reasonably  ac¬ 
curate  Indicator  of  the  relative  propor¬ 
tions  of  the  total  MAC  passenger  and 
cargo  that  each  of  the  contractors  would 
carry.  DOD  contended  that  such  Index 
therefore  was  an  appropriate  basis  for 
weighting  the  individual  carrier  costs. 
The  carriers,  however,  raise  various  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  award-point  weighting.  It 
Is  argued  tiiat  the  award  of  MAC  con¬ 
tracts  is  MAC’S  prerogative  but  It  should 
not  be  Injected  Into  the  ratemaking  proc¬ 
ess.  It  Is  said  that  the  Board  will  lose 
control  over  the  minimum  rates.  One 
carrier  urges  using  a  weighting  based  on 
tralSc  carried  In  the  past.  Another  sug¬ 
gests  using  the  carriers’  total  Interna¬ 
tional  revenue  plane-miles.  Still  another 
carrier  opposes  the  use  of  award  points 
because  the  large-volume  carriers  tend 
to  have  lower  costs.  Finally,  the  carriers 
contend  that  the  award  points  will  not 
be  representative  of  the  distribution  of 
MAC  traffic  among  carriers  In  fiscal  year 
1968  because  MAC  will  place  all  the  busi¬ 
ness  It  can  with  each  carrier  during  this 
period  of  airlift  shortage. 

The  heart  of  the  carriers’  problem  with 
the  award-point  weighting  system  Is  that 
the  award  points  have  been  computed  to 
reflect  additional  business  Intended  to  be 
awarded  to  the  low-cost  carrier  (20  per¬ 
cent  more  than  would  be  allocated  on  the 
basis  of  the  aircraft  committed)  and  less 
business  to  be  given  to  the  high-cost  car¬ 
rier  (20  percent  less).  The  carriers  In 
between  would  be  awarded  more  or  less 
business  according  to  their  cost  position. 
Thus,  the  low-cost  carrier’s  costs  would 
get  extra  weight  in  the  average  when 
weighted  by  award  points,  and  the  high- 
cost  carrier’s  costa  would  get  less  weight. 

We  are  not  persuaded  by  the  carriers’ 
argiunenta.  We  have  always  considered  It 
appropriate  to  consider  not  only  the  In- 
divldiial  carrier  unit  (x>sts  but  various 
averages  for  the  group  Including  averages 
weighted  by  relative  participation  In  the 
MAC  business.  In  the  past,  however,  we 
have  usually  used  MAC  traffic  volumes 
for  prior  periods  rather  than  for  the 
future  period  for  which  the  rate  was  be¬ 
ing  established.  Clearly.  It  Is  more  desir¬ 
able  to  base  the  rate  on  the  facts  related 
to  the  period  during  which  the  rate  Is  to 
apply,  at  least  to  the  extent  those  facts 
can  reasonably  be  predicted. 

DOD  now  represents  the  award  points 
to  reflect  relative  participation  In  MAC 
services  in  fiscal  year  1968.  However.  It  Is 
by  no  means  certain  that  the  distribution 
of  MAC  business  by  the  time  fiscal  1968  Is 
over  will  In  fact  coincide  with  the  award 
points,  particularly  In  view  of  the  general 
shortage  of  airlift  and  the  military’s 
need  for  Increasing  amounts  of  dvil  air¬ 
lift.  Moreover,  the  ratemaking  process  is 
not  merely  an  arithmetic  exercise.  On  the 
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contrary.  It  Is  necessary  and  appropriate 
to  consider  each  carrier’s  costs  as  well  as 
the  group  average  on  various  bases  and 
the  range  of  costs  around  the  averages. 
While  the  largest  carrier’s  costs  might  be 
entitled  to  the  greatest  weight,  care  must 
be  exercised  that  no  one  carrier’s  costs 
unduly  Influence  the  rate. 

Turning  first  to  the  unit-cost  data  for 
the  standard  Jets  shown  on  page  16,  the 
average  of  the  passenger  costs  is  1.83 
cents  per  passenger -mile  when  weighted 
by  award  points  as  used  in  the  notice. 
This  average  Is  slightly  below  a  simple 
average  of  the  passenger  costs  of  1.85 
cents.  When  the  Individual  unit  costs  are 
weighted  by  MAC  Category  A  and  B  pas¬ 
senger  revenues  In  the  first  9  months  of 
fiscal  year  1967.  the  average  Is  1.82  cents. 
Weightings  by  fiscal  year  1968  mobiliza¬ 
tion  points  In  total,  and  as  allocated  to 
passenger  operations,  produce  averages 
of  1.87  and  1.84  cents,  respectively.  It  is 
clear  that  the  minimum  rate  for  round- 
trip  passenger  charters  shoffid  be  within 
the  range  produced  by  the  foregoing  data. 
In  determining  the  precise  level  at  which 
the  minimum  rate  should  be  set,  we  have 
taken  Into  consideration  the  substantial 
series  of  wage  and  cost  Increases  which 
the  carriers  have  experienced  In  the  re¬ 
cent  past  and  will  continue  to  experience 
in  the  coming  contract  year.  'These  cost 
increases  affect  most  categories  of  em¬ 
ployees  as  well  as  many  Items  the  car¬ 
riers  buy  from  others.  Including  fuel, 
parts,  and  outside  maintenance  work. 
While  the  Industry  has  experienced  these 
tsrpes  of  cost  Increases  In  past  years  and 
has  more  than  offset  them  by  various  op¬ 
erating  economies,  the  current  Incidence 
of  the  cost  Increases  Is  well  beyond  the 
average  experience  In  the  past.  It  is  ap¬ 
propriate,  therefore,  to  set  the  minimum 
rate  In  the  upper  part  of  the  range  of 
costs  described  above.  Accordingly,  we 
find  1.86  cents  per  passenger-mile  to  be 
the  reasonable  minimum  rate  for  fiscal 
year  1968  round-trip  MAC  passenger 
services  in  standard  Jet  aircraft.  It 
should  be  noted  that  this  rate  reflects  a 
7-percent  reduction  from  the  fiscal  year 
1967  rate  of  2.00  cents  despite  the  cost 
Increases. 

A  fairly  similar  pattern  emerges  for 
cargo  services  with  the  standard  Jet  air¬ 
craft.  The  Individual  carrier  unit  costs 
shown  on  page  16  average  7.23  cents  per 
ton-mile  when  weighted  by  the  award 
points  used  In  the  notice.  This  average  is 
somewhat  above  a  simple  average  of  7.06 
cents.  A  weighted  average  based  on  ac¬ 
tual  MAC  Category  A  and  B  cargo  reve¬ 
nues  In  the  first  9  months  of  fiscal  year 
1967  Is  7.05  cents.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
averages  weighted  by  mobilization  points 
In  total,  and  as  allocated  to  cargo  opera¬ 
tions.  are  7.19  cents  and  7.25  cents,  re¬ 
spectively.  TWA  urges  the  Board  to  base 
the  cargo  rate  on  the  costs  of  Pan 
American,  Plying  Tiger,  and  TWA  be¬ 
cause,  It  is  argued,  these  costs  are  the 
ones  representative  of  cargo  charters. 
Weighted  by  award  points,  these  car¬ 
riers’  costs  average  7.66  cents.  However, 


*  Mobilization  points  are  computed  by  DOD 
on  the  basis  of  the  number  and  type  of  air¬ 
craft  committed  to  MAC  without  reference  to 
relative  cost  positions  of  the  various  carriers. 
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we  do  not  accept  TWA’s  contention. 
ITiere  Is  no  apparent  reason  to  Ignore  the 
costs  of  Airlift  and  Seaboard.  On  the 
other  hand,  TWA’s  costs  are  entitled  to 
less  weight  because  of  Its  c(Hnparatively 
minor  participation  In  cargo  charters. 
We  believe  that  significant  weight  should 
be  given  to  the  cargo  costs  of  the  all¬ 
cargo  carriers  (Airlift,  Flying  Tiger,  and 
Seaboard)  and  Pan  American,  since  these 
ofierators  have  carried  a  large  proportion 
of  the  MAC  cargo  In  the  past  and  may  be 
expected  to  continue  to  do  so  In  the  fu¬ 
ture.  A  weighted  average  of  the  unit  costs 
of  these  four  carriers  based  on  award 
points  Is  7.45  cents  per  ton-mile.  Here 
again  It  is  appropriate  to  give  considera¬ 
tion  and  weight  to  the  current  round  of 
cost  Increases  being  experienced  by  the 
carriers.  Accordingly,  we  find  7.45  cents 
per  ton-mile  to  be  the  reasonable  mini¬ 
mum  rate  for  roimd-trip  MAC  cargo 
charters  In  standard  Jet  aircraft.  'This 
rate  reflects  a  reduction  of  more  than  17 
percent  from  the  existing  minimum  rate. 
’The  latter,  however,  was  predicated  in 
part  on  the  costs  of  carrying  cargo  in 
CL-44  aircraft.  Based  on  the  cost  data 
developed  In  last  year’s  minimum-rate 
review,  the  costs  of  the  Jet  aircraft  av¬ 
eraged  7.94  cents  per  ton-mile.  The  rate 
now  being  establl^ed  is  about  6  percent 
lower,  which  Is  consistent  with  the  re¬ 
duction  In  the  Jet  passenger  rate  effected 
herein. 

’The  individual  carrier  costs  for  the 
stretched-Jet  aircraft  are  also  shown  on 
page  16.  In  view  of  the  limited  number 
of  these  aircraft,  the  fact  that  they  have 
not  previously  been  used  in  MAC  serv¬ 
ices,  and  since  the  timing  smd  extent  of 
their  use  In  fiscal  year  1968  is  uncertain, 
we  have  not  relied  on  the  award-point  or 
any  other  weighted  averages.  A  simple 
average  of  the  Individual  carriers’  pas¬ 
senger  costs  Is  1.66  cents  per  passenger- 
mile.  For  cargo  charters,  the  average  cost 
Is  6.68  cents  per  ton-mile.  The  passenger 
average  Is  approximately  11  percent  be¬ 
low  the  rate  set  herein  for  the  standard 
Jet  aircraft.  In  the  case  of  cargo,  the  6.68- 
cent  average  is  10  percent  below  the  new 
minimum  rate  for  standard  Jets.  These 
differentials  appear  reasonable  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  much  greater  capacity  of  the 
stretched  aircraft,'  and  rates  set  at  these 
levels  would  give  appropriate  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  uncertainties  of  the  first  year's 
operation. 

In  the  notice,  the  Board  proposed  no 
change  In  minimum  rates  for  the  turbo¬ 
prop  aircraft,  since  the  unit  costs  de¬ 
veloped  in  the  notice  averaged  close  to 
the  existing  mlnlmiun  rates.  However,  as 
previously  Indicated,  we  have  made  vari¬ 
ous  revisions  to  the  cargo  costs  shown  in 
the  notice  on  the  basis  of  the  carriers’ 
comments,  and  the  revised  costs  are 
shown  on  page  16.  On  the  basis  of  the 
revised  unit  costs,  the  average  of  the  four 
carriers  is  9.36  cents  when  award-point 
weighting  Is  used.  ’This  average  is  very 
close  to  the  simple  average  of  9.34  cents, 
and  to  the  average  based  on  mobilization 


'  The  stretched  jet  will  carry  219  MAC  pas¬ 
sengers  as  opposed  to  166  In  the  standard  jet. 
The  cargo  capacity  Is  46  tons  vs.  36.6  tons  In 
the  standard  jet  aircraft. 
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points — 9.37  cents.  When  the  average  re¬ 
flects  weightings  based  on  MAC  cargo 
revenues  in  the  first  9  months  of  fiscal 
year  1967,  It  becomes  9.26  cents.  We  find 
that  the  reasonable  minimum  rate  for 
turboprop  roimd-trlp  cargo  charters  is 
9.36  cents  per  ton-mile.* 

One-way  charterg.  In  computing  the 
proposed  minimum  rates  for  one-way 
charters  with  large  turbojet  aircraft, 
cost-saving  factors  of  11  i>ercent  for  pas¬ 
senger  and  5  percent  for  cargo  return 
empty  backhauls  were  applied  to  the 
roimd-trip  minimum  charter  rates  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  notice.  These  are  the  same 
factors  as  were  used  last  year.  For  cargo 
charters  with  turboprop  aircraft,  no  cost¬ 
saving  factor  for  empty  backhauls  was 
used,  since  turboprops  are  used  only  for 
one-way  cargo  charters,  and  the  experi¬ 
enced  costs  reflect  any  savings  attribut¬ 
able  to  the  ferry  backhauls. 

The  carriers  contend  that  cost  savings 
for  one-way  turbojet  charters  are  also 
reflected  in  the  cost  data,  that  most  jet 
cargo  charters  are  one  way,  and  that  no 
factor  for  empty  cargo  backhauls  should 
be  applied.  They  concede  that  a  6-per¬ 
cent  cost-saving  factor  should  be  applied 
for  one-way  passenger  charters  to  ac¬ 
count  for  reduced  passenger  service  costs. 
On  the  other  hand,  DOD  contends  that 
the  5-percent  ferry  backhaul  factor 
should  be  applied  in  computing  the  tur¬ 
boprop  one-way  cargo  minimum  rate, 
since  the  CL-44  system  used  to  compute 
costs  contains  34.5-percent  round-trip 
operation. 

The  Board  has  repeatedly  considered 
this  element  of  the  one-way  rates  In  prior 
military  minimiun-rate  proceedings  and 
each  time  has  deemed  it  appropriate  to 
reflect  some  cost  savings  in  relation  to 
the  operation  of  the  onpty  backhaul 
flights.  Nothing  new  has  been  presented 
this  year  that  would  warrant  a  different 
conclusion.  Although  it  is  true  that  the 
carriers’  operating  expenses  in  total  re¬ 
flect  costs  saved  on  the  empty  backhauls, 
it  does  not  follow  that  the  cost  data 
submitted  by  the  carriers  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  adequately  reflect  these  savings.  No 
serious  contention  has  been  made  that 
the  basic  round-trip  passenger  cost  data 
are  not  representative  of  round-trip  pas¬ 
senger  operations.  It  should  also  be  noted 
that  most  carriers’  cost  data  are  not  the 
product  of  a  refined  and  precise  alloca¬ 
tion  of  costs  to  the  MAC  charters  but 
rather  reflect  in  many  categories  the 
average  costs  of  their  MAC  and  other 
services,  which  are  basically  round  trip 
in  character.  On  any  given  trip,  how¬ 
ever,  the  difference  in  cost  between  op¬ 
erating  with  a  full  load  of  passengers  in 
both  directions  as  opposed  to  but  one 
direction  is  significant.  It  would  be  im- 
fair  to  pay  one  carrier  which  carries  pas¬ 
sengers  in  both  directions  the  same  as 
another  carrier  which  is  obliged  to  carry 
passengers  in  only  one  direction.  By  the 
same  token,  it  would  be  unfair  to  ask 


•  As  we  stated  In  the  notice,  there  Is  no  cur¬ 
rent  experience  with  passenger  charters  with 
turboprop  aircraft,  and  we  proposed  to  main¬ 
tain  the  present  minimiun  rates  for  any  pas. 
senger  charters  that  may  be  performed  with 
such  aircraft.  The  proposai  will  be  adopted. 


DOD  to  pay  the  same  for  one-way  service 
as  for  round-trip  service.  Accordingly, 
we  have  decided  to  continue  to  reflect 
the  11-percent  cost-saving  factor  in  de¬ 
termining  the  one-way  passenger  rate. 
With  respect  to  cargo  charters,  however, 
we  have  recognized  in  the  past  that 
smaller  cost  savings  would  be  realized 
on  backhaul  ferry  flights.  It  is  also  ap¬ 
propriate  to  recognize  that  most  cargo 
charters  operate  via  the  North  Pacific 
where  costs  per  mile  tend  to  be  some¬ 
what  higher  than  on  mid-Pacifle 
flights,  although  little  recognition  of  this 
is  reflected  in  the  basic  cost  data  sub¬ 
mitted  and  relied  upon  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  Therefore,  in  the  circumstances  here 
present,  in  determining  the  one-way 
cargo  charter  rates  we  have  not  reflected 
the  5-percent  cost-saving  factor  previ¬ 
ously  aivlied. 

Seaboard  and  TTA  also  object  to  the 
reduction  of  one-way  minimum  rates  by 
the  use  of  factors  for  commercial  revenue 
backhauls.  The  factors  used,  which  were 
based  upon  fiscal  year  1966  experience, 
were  7.1  percent  for  passenger  backhauls 
and  1.2  and  16.4  percent  for  turbojet  and 
turboprop  cargo  revenue  backhauls,  re¬ 
spectively.  Seaboard  states  that  there  are 
no  economic  commercial  backhauls 
available  when  and  where  the  carriers 
are  operating  and  that  the  number  of 
revenue  backhaiils  it  could  perform  is 
limited  in  any  case  by  Part  207  of  the 
Economic  Regulations.  HA  also  claims 
there  are  extra  costs  involved  in  iier- 
forming  revenue  backhauls. 

The  percentages  used  in  the  notice  as 
relating  to  commercial  backhaul  flights 
are  based  upon  the  carriers’  collective 
experience  in  fiscal  year  1966.  While  this 
business  is  apparently  irregular  in 
nature,  there  is  no  reason  to  ignore  its 
existence  totally  or  to  require  DOD  to 
pay  for  the  entire  roimd  trip  even  though 
some  return  legs  are  put  to  other  com¬ 
mercial  use.  With  respect  to  the  Part 
207  argument,  this  restriction  now  af¬ 
fects  only  some  carriers:  and,  in  any 
event,  we  have  already  initiated  action  to 
modify  that  regulation  to  lift  the  re¬ 
striction. 

Accordingly,  we  have  developed  the 
minimum  rates  for  one-way  charter 
services  by  applsdng  the  methodology  and 
factors  in  the  notice  as  modified  herein 
to  the  new  round-trU>  minimum  rates. 
With  respect  to  the  stretched  jet  air¬ 
craft.  it  appears  reasonable  to  use  the 
same  factors  as  for  the  standard  Jets. 
On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  the  follow¬ 
ing  rates  are  deemed  to  be  the  mini¬ 
mum  reasonable  rates  for  one-way  Cate¬ 
gory  B  charter  services  with  large  tur¬ 
bine  aircraft:** 


Passenger, 

perpassen- 

ger-mUs 

Cargo,  per 
ton-mus 

Standard  jets . 

3.40 

14.81 

Stretched  Jets . 

3.03  1 

13.28 

Turboprop . 

3.00 

17.10 

Convertible  and  mixed  charters.  The 
convertible  and  mixed  Category  B  char- 


M  The  computation  of  these  rates  Is  shown 
in  Appendix  D. 


ter  minimum  rates  adopted  herein,  com¬ 
puted  on  the  same  basis  as  in  prior  mini¬ 
mum-rate  proceedings,  are  set  forth  in 
the  attached  rule. 

STANDARD  MUtEAGI 

At  the  request  of  DOD  and  subject  to 
further  consideration  upon  receiving  car¬ 
rier  comments,  the  notice  proposed  to 
amend  the  transpacific  routing  schedule 
by  deleting  the  Clark  Air  Base  stop  on 
the  North  Pacific  routing  to  South  Viet- 
Nam  and  Thailand.  DOD  states  that  the 
Clark  stop  should  be  deleted  because  the 
stop  was  originally  established  for  piston 
aircraft,  is  not  necessary  for  jet  air¬ 
craft  where  a  stop  has  been  made  at 
Japan  or  Okinawa,  and  in  fact  is  not 
being  made  by  jet  aircraft. 

A  number  of  the  carriers  allege  that 
there  is  a  discrepancy  between  the  re¬ 
ported  mileages  used  to  compute  carrier 
unit  costs  in  setting  the  minimum  rates 
smd  the  mileages  upon  which  the  car¬ 
riers  are  paid  for  DOD  services.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  these  carriers,  deletion  of  the 
Clark  stop  on  the  North  Pacific  routing 
would  aggravate  the  discrepancy.  On  the 
other  hand,  DOD  points  out  that  some 
carriers  are  paid  for  more  mileage  than 
they  fly  and  that  any  discrepancy  that 
may  exist  is  due  to  the  fact  that  some 
carriers  choose  to  fly  the  longer  mid- 
Pacifle  routing  even  though  the  con¬ 
tracts  call  for  North  Pacific  routing. 

In  view  of  the  comments  submitted, 
we  have  decided  not  to  delete  Clark  AB 
from  the  bases  for  computing  the  stand¬ 
ard  pay  mileages  at  this  time.  The 
thrust  of  the  carriers’  comments  is  that, 
by  eliminating  Claiic  Air  Base  from  the 
computation  of  the  North  Pacific  mile¬ 
age  to/from  Viet-Nam,  which  is  the  mile¬ 
age  applicable  to  a  large  percentage  of 
United  States-Viet-Nam  tra£Bc,  the  car¬ 
riers’  revenues  per  trip  are  reduced  sig¬ 
nificantly  more  than  the  reduction  in 
rate  per  mile  would  indicate.  The  car¬ 
riers’  contention  that  the  proposed  elim¬ 
ination  of  Claiic  would  increase  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  mileage  actually  flown 
exceeds  the  pay  mileage  goes  to  essen¬ 
tially  the  same  point. 

The  rate  reductions  determined  herein 
have  developed  after  a  careful  analysis 
of  carrier  costs  of  service  as  estimated 
for  fiscal  year  1968.  It  would  be  in¬ 
equitable,  we  believe,  to  magnify  those 
reductions  by  cutting  the  mileage  to 
which  the  rates  are  applied  when  there 
has  been  no  apparent  reduction  in  the 
miles  actually  flown  by  the  carriers  in 
transpacific  crossings. 

It  is  not  by  any  means  clear  frenn  the 
information  presented  by  the  carriers  in 
this  proceeding  to  what  extent,  or  for 
what  reason,  miles  flown  may  exceed 
pay  miles.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  reverse 
appears  to  be  the  case  in  some  situations. 
In  these  circumstances,  it  Is  appropriate 
to  maintain  the  status  quo  with  respect 
to  the  standard  pay  mileages.  We  will  ex¬ 
pect,  however,  to  review  this  matter  fur¬ 
ther  in  the  next  minimum-rate  review. 

MINIMUM  AIRCRAFT  LOAD  FOR  B-707-138B 

Standard  Airways,  Inc.,  proposes  to 
use  B-707-138B  fan- jet  aircraft  in  Cate¬ 
gory  B  charter  service  and  requests  the 
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estabUshment  of  a  separate  minimum 
load  for  this  aircraft.  According  to 
Standard,  the  B-70T-1S8B  cabin  area  Is 
10  feet  shorter  than  that  of  other  B-T07- 
100-serles  modds  and  with  the  DOD- 
icqulred  38-lnch  seat  pitch  can  seat  only 
137  passengers,  compared  with  the  es¬ 
tablished  minimum  ACL  of  149  passen¬ 
gers  for  B-707-100-serles  aircraft. 
Standard  therefore  requests  the  addition 
of  a  137-passenger  minimum  ACL  for  the 
B-707-138B.  We  will  adopt  the  proposal, 
subject  to  petltl(»i8  for  reconsideration. 

CONOCnCIAL  BACKHAUL  CHAKTSaS 

DOD  requests  In  its  comments  that  the 
Board  amend  Part  288  to  permit  DOD  to 
purchase  backhaul  legs  of  one-way  com¬ 
mercial  charters  at  any  tariff  rate  that 
may  be  lower  than  the  minimum  rates 
prescrUied.  Since  there  Is  inherent  in  the 
proposal  the  possibility  of  imdercuttlng 
the  minimum  rates  by  the  filing  of  tariffs 
that  cotild  by  their  terms  be  used  only 
by  DOD,  we  will  not  adopt  the  prc^osal 
at  this  time  but  will  treat  it  as  a  petition 
for  rule  making  In  order  that  further 
study  may  be  given  to  Its  Implications 
and  the  views  of  other  interested  persons. 

n.  Catsgobt  B  Minutuii  Rates  roa 
Small  Tuastifs  AntCKArr 

Category  B  charters  using  small  tur¬ 
bine  aircraft  are  currently  subject  to 
minimum  rates  based  on  2.45  cents  per 
passenger-mile  for  round-trip  passoiger 
charters  and  11.9  cents  per  ton-mile  for 
round-trip  cargo  chsulers.  Before  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  notice,  the  three  carriers  now 
employing  B-727  aircraft  in  Category  B 
service  (Alaska,  Branlff,  and  Southern) 
furnished  forecasts  of  their  operating 
costs  for  fiscal  year  1988.  After  adjiut- 
ing  such  carrier  data,  the  Board  com¬ 
puted  average  forecast  costs  for  fiscal 
1968  closely  approximating  the  existing 
minimum  rates.  Accordingly,  In  the  no¬ 
tice  no  change  was  proposed  In  the  mini¬ 
mum  rates  applicable  to  small  turbine 
aircraft. 

The  carriers  have  responded  to  the 
notice  with  comments  convincing  the 
Board  that  the  cost  data  on  which  the 
notice  was  predicated  should  be  revised 
in  certain  respects.  Branlff  and  Alaska 
have  shown  salary  increases  for  flight 
crews  of  8  and  5  percent,  respectively, 
which  the  Board  has  accepted.  In  the 
case  of  all  three  carriers,  the  Board  has 
taken  account  of  the  recently  Increased 
prices  of  fuel  purchased  at  military  bases. 
In  the  case  of  Southern  alone,  the  Board 
has  added  into  that  carrier’s  forecast  of 
flight  crew  expense  an  amount  attributa¬ 
ble  to  one  navigator,  which  was  Inadvert¬ 
ently  omitted  from  the  carrier’s  original 
forecast.  In  addition,  the  Board  has  ad¬ 
justed  the  speed  factor  used  for  obtain¬ 
ing  Southern’s  per-mlle  cost  from  500  to 
468  m.pJi.  In  accordance  with  the  car- 


rlar*8  reported  ezperienee  for  the  6 
months  ending  Deeonber  SI.  1968. 

The  net  effect  of  the  adjustments  made 
In  the  notice  forecasts  Is  to  raise  the 
computed  plane-mile  round-trip  diarter 
cost  of  Alaska  by  1.7  percent;  Branlff,  by 
3  percent;  and  Southern,  by  4.9  percent. 
In  the  case  of  round-trip  cargo  charters, 
the  forecast  of  Alaska  has  been  raised  by 
2.2  percent;  Branlff.  by  3.5  percent;  and 
Southern,  by  5.8  percent.  The  recom¬ 
puted  passenger-mile  and  ton-mile  costs 
of  these  three  carriers  are: 


Ronnd  trip 

pigWTIgfff, 

py  pawengCT- 
mile 

Round  trip 
carfo,  per 
too’^nlle 

Alaaka . 

Cent* 

^61 

Crete 

11.17 

2.«0 

13.07 

Boutbern . . 

2.  SO 

12.37 

Blinpls  avarase . 

2. 64 

12.27 

Weighted  average... 

2.66 

12.66 

Ckmsiderlng  the  Individual  carrier  re¬ 
sults  as  well  as  the  averages,  the  Board 
has  determined  that  It  should  establish 
minimum  rates  for  small  turbine  aircraft 
of  2.55  cents  per  passenger-mile  and 
12.5  cents  per  ton-mile.  These  minimum 
rates  are  somewhat  below  the  computed 
weighted  averages  but  above  the  simple 
averages.  Such  a  result  appears  reason¬ 
able  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  weighted 
averages  are  substantially  influenced  by 
the  relatively  high  costs  shown  by 
Branlff. 

The  minimum  rates  adopted  by  the 
Board  are  4  percent  above  the  existing 
minimum  rate  In  the  ease  of  passenger 
charters,  and  5  percent  above  the  cur¬ 
rent  cargo  minimum  rate.  Using  the  new 
round-trip  passenger  and  cargo  mini¬ 
mum  rates  as  the  basis,  the  Board  has 
also  computed  new  one-way,  convertible, 
and  mixed  minimum  rates  for  small 
turbine  aircraft  according  to  the  fw- 
mulas  used  in  this  minimum-rate  re¬ 
view.  The  one-way  minimum  rates  are 
4.66  cents  per  passenger-mile  and  24.85 
cents  per  cargo  ton-mile.  The  computa¬ 
tion  is  shown  In  Appendix  D.*** 

in.  Looair  and  Quxcktrans  Minimum 
Rates 

By  Notice  EI»t^ll3B/PSDR-18B. 
dated  May  17,  1967,°  the  Board  an¬ 
nounced  the  revised  minimum  rates  for 
Logair  and  Quicktrans  domestic  cargo 
charters  to  be  adopted  in  thu  proceeding 
and  the  bases  therefor.  That  notice  Is 
hereby  adt^Hed  as  the  final  decision  of 
the  Board  and  Is  Incorporated  herein 
by  reference.  The  new  minimum  rates 
for  Logair  and  Quicktrans  services  are 
set  f (Hth  In  S  288.7  (b)  of  the  reissued 
Part  288,  and  will  be  made  effective 
July  1. 1967.  Since  the  current  minimum 
rat^  will  continue  in  effect  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  fiscal  year,  they  are  re¬ 
stated  in  a  footnote  to  §  288.7(b). 


Filed  aa  part  of  original  dociunent. 
«  32  FJl.  7499. 


IV.  Effective  Date 

The  notice  proposed  that  the  revised 
minimum  rates  foT  Category  B  charters 
be  made  effective  at  an  early  date  and 
stated  that  the  Board  would  consider 
making  them  effective  as  of  the  date  of 
the  notice  (Mar.  15. 1967) . 

DOD  believes  that  the  best  Interests  of 
both  the  Depmiment  and  the  Industry 
are  normally  served  when  contract  prices 
remain  firm  for  the  fiscal  year.  How¬ 
ever,  as  In  last  year’s  minimum-rate 
review.  DOD  states  that  It  would  sup¬ 
port  t^  March  15  effective  date  if  the 
Board  makes  the  findings  required  by 
Its  contracts  with  the  carriers.’*  Ac¬ 
cording  to  DOD.  the  statements  we  made 
in  the  notice  appear  to  fulfill  the  con¬ 
tractual  requirements  for  changing  rates 
before  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

The  carriers  set  forth  substantially  the 
same  objections  to  an  early  effective  date 
as  they  did  last  year.  They  contend  that 
there  have  been  no  developmsits  mate¬ 
rially  affecting  the  nature  and  costs  of 
the  service  such  as  the  Increase  In  dally 
aircraft  utilization  that  justified  the 
early  effective  date  last  year.  They  also 
contend  that,  because  of  the  contract 
terms  mentioned  previously,  rate  adjust¬ 
ments  during  the  fiscal  year  would  vio¬ 
late  the  contract  provision;  and,  fur¬ 
ther,  the  Board  would  be  powerless  to 
effect  an  Increase  in  minimum  rates 
when  circumstances  might  warrant  such 
action.  The  carriers  suggest  that  the 
Board  decline  to  make  the  findings  re¬ 
quested  by  DOD.  ’The  carriers  also  Haim 
that  certain  factors  used  In  determining 
the  proposed  minimum  rates  have  no 
relation  to  the  1967  fiscal  year,  such  as 
the  investment  base  as  of  January  1968, 
weighting  by  DOD  award  points,  and 
averaging  of  stretched- Jet  with  conven- 
tional-Jet  costs.  In  addition,  the  carriers 
object  to  any  retroactive  change  in  min¬ 
imum  rates  before  adoption  of  the  final 
rules,  because,  they  contend,  there  are 
no  unusual  circumstances  justl^rlng 
retroactivity,  carrier  tariffs  cannot  be 
changed  retroactively,  and  a  retroactive 
change  would  be  Illegal  under  5  U.S.C. 
553(d). 

As  we  stated  last  year,  the  arguments 
with  respect  to  the  effect  of  the  contract 
provision  are  without  merit.  Both  DOD 
and  the  carriers  appear  to  interpret 


>*  Hie  contracts  state,  "Except  as  otherwise 
provided  In  this  contra^  the  prices  set  forth 
In  the  contract  shall  remain  In  effect 
throiigbout  the  period  of  performance  of 
this  contract  unless  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  determines  that  Inequities  would  re¬ 
sult  to  either  the  Department  of  Defense 
or  the  domestic  or  international  industry 
under  contract  to  MAC  and  then  only  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  Inequity  resiilts  from  new 
facts  not  available  for  suhmisslcHi  to  the 
Board  when  It  established  the  rate  levels 
for  this  (xmtract  year." 
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their  contracts  as  limiting  the  Board’s 
authority  and  duty  to  make  changes  In 
the  minimum-rat^  conditions  when 
changing  facts  and  circumstances  may 
warrant.  We  reiterate  that  such  a  result 
cannot  be  supported.  The  contract  nego¬ 
tiations  are  between  DOD  and  the  car¬ 
riers;  the  terms  of  the  contracts  are  vol- 
imtailly  agreed  to  by  the  contracting 
parties;  and  we  have  no  part  in  deciding 
what  those  terms  may  be.  Neither  do 
the  terms  of  those  agreements  affect  the 
authority  or  duty  of  the  Board.  In  this 
connection,  we  agree  with  the  carriers 
that  we  are  not  bound  to  make  any 
findings  other  than  those  related  to  our 
ratonaking  function.  However,  it  should 
be  recalled  that,  as  we  have  repeatedly 
stated,  that  function  is  neither  limited 
to  nor  reqiiired  to  be  exercised  on  a 
fiscal-year  basis.  As  we  have  also  affirmed 
on  a  number  of  occasions,  we  must  re¬ 
serve  the  right  to  continue  siuweillance 
of  the  minimum  rates  and  to  effect 
changes  up  or  down  when  the  facts  and 
cinnimstances  so  dictate.  As  to  the  con¬ 
tention  that  the  Board  is  powerless  to 
increase  miniwmm  rates,  as  opposed  to 
decreasing  them,  it  is  clear  that  the 
Board’s  rate  powers  override  any  incon¬ 
sistent  rates  established  by  contract.  In 
this  connection,  it  will  be  recalled  that 
we  did  in  fact  increase  some  minimum 
rates  last  year  at  the  same  time  we  de¬ 
creased  others,  and  we  are  doing  so  in 
this  proceeding.  If  the  parties  believe 
that  the  Board’s  exercise  of  its  mini¬ 
mum-rate  authority  may  someday  place 
them  in  the  position  of  violating  the 
contract  conditions,  they  might  consider 
whether  they  will  choose  to  include  such 
terms  in  future  contracts. 

’The  exlirting  minimum  rates,  which 
were  based  upon  fiscal  1965  costs  ad¬ 
justed  to  forecast  costs  in  fiscal  1967, 
have  been  in  effect  for  more  than  a  year. 
The  fiscal  1966  data  we  are  using  now 
to  forecast  future  costs,  as  well  as  actual 
results  achieved  under  the  present  mini¬ 
mum  rates  for  that  part  of  calendar 
1966  tor  which  we  have  data,  reveal  that 
developments  have  occurred  that  ma¬ 
terially  affect  the  nature  and  costs  of 
the  service  on  which  we  based  the  mini¬ 
mum  rates  fixed  last  March.  These  facts 
obviously  were  not  before  us  and  could 
not  have  been  foreseen  at  that  time. 
Based  on  the  carriers’  cost  forecasts  and 
our  own  adjustments,  we  established  fair 
and  reasonable  minimum  rates.  Had  we 
foreseen  the  decreases  in  unit  costs  for 
large  turbine  aircraft  and  the  increases 
in  unit  costs  for  small  turbine  aircraft 
that  have  occurred,  our  decision  might 
well  have  been  different.  With  the  new 
data  now  before  us.  we  find  that  it  would 
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be  inequitable  not  to  effect  the  changes 
now  required  in  the  Category  B  mini¬ 
mum  rates,  both  up  and  down,  as 
promptly  as  possible. 

However,  consistent  with  our  decision 
last  year,  we  will  make  the  new  minimum 
rates  effective  on  a  prospective  basis,  i.e., 
from  June  1,  1967,  so  as  to  avoid  any 
retroactive  effect  on  MAC  obligations 
and  carrier  revenues.  As  we  said  last  year, 
we  believe  it  is  desirable  as  a  general 
rule  that  adjustments  of  minimum  rates 
not  be  made  effective  retroactively  ex¬ 
cept  in  the  most  imusual  circumstances. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  considerations, 
we  find  that  good  cause  exists  for  making 
the  minimum-rate  changes  effective  on 
less  than  30  days’  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aenmautics  Board  hereby  amends 
and  reissues  Part  288  of  the  Ecmiomlc 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  288),  effec¬ 
tive  June  1,  1967,  as  set  forth  below. 

Swbport  A— 0*n*ral 

Sec. 

288.1  Deflnitlona. 

288.2  AppllcabUlty. 

Subpart  8— ExempNon,  Conditient,  and 
Requirementt 
288.5  Exemption. 

288.8  Scope  ol  exemption. 

288.7  Beasonsble  level  of  compensation. 

288.8  Idlnlmum  aircraft  loads. 

288.9  Boimd-tnp  services. 

288.10  Computation  of  passenger-miles  and 

cargo  ton-mUes. 

288.11  On-loading  and  off-loiuUng  of  traffic. 

288.12  Application  for  other  reUef. 

Subpart  C — Enforcement 
288.15  VloUUons. 

Subpait  P— Duration 
288.18  Expiration. 

Authobitt:  The  provisions  of  this  Part  288 
Issued  \mder  secs.  204,  40S,  and  416  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1058,  as  amended;  72 
Stat.  743.  758,  771,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C. 
1324, 1373,  1386. 

Subpart  A — General 

§  288.1  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

“Act”  means  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended. 

“Air  carrier”  means  a  citizen  of  the 
United  Eitates  holding  economic  operat¬ 
ing  authority  to  engage  in  air  transpor¬ 
tation  as  a  direct  air  carrier  with  large 
aircraft,  other  than  the  authority  cone 
ferred  by  this  part. 

“Charter  service”  means  air  transpor¬ 
tation  in  planeload  lots  of  persons  and/ 
or  pitH^erty  pursuant  to  contracts  with 
DOD,  and  includes  Logair  and  Quick- 
trans  services. 

“<3RAP”  means  Civil  Reserve  Air 
Fleet. 

“DOD”  means  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense. 

“Large  aircraft”  means  an  aircraft  of 
more  than  12,500  poimds  certified  maxi¬ 
mum  takeoff  weight. 


“Logair”  means  all-cargo  charter  serv¬ 
ice  over  interstate  routes  principally 
between  Air  Force  installations  pursuant 
to  contracts  with  DOD. 

“Ncnth  Pacific  routing”  means  a  route 
between  a  point  in  the  48  contiguous 
States  and  Japan  via  Alaska. 

“Qulcktrans”  means  all-cargo  charter 
service  over  interstate  routes  principally 
between  Navy  installations  pursuant  to 
contracts  with  DOD. 

“Substitute  service”  means  the  per¬ 
formance  by  an  air  carrier  of  air  trans¬ 
portation  in  planeload  lots  pursuant  to 
an  agreement  with  another  air  carrier 
to  fulfill  such  other  air  carrier’s  con¬ 
tractual  obligation  to  perform  such  air 
transportation  for  DOD  and  when  the 
performance  of  such  air  transportation  is 
not  to  take  place  during  a  period  longer 
than  3  weeks.  All  terms  defined  in  the 
Act  and  not  otherwise  defined  in  this 
part  are  used  in  the  sense  of  their  statu¬ 
tory  definitions. 

§  288.2  Applicability. 

’This  part  applies  to  charter  service  and 
substitute  service  by  air  carriers  that 
have  contractually  committed  their 
CRAF  aircraft  to  DOD. 

Subpart  B— Exemption,  Conditions, 
and  Requirements 
§  288.5  Exemption. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  pert 
and  the  conditions  imposed,  air  csuriders 
which  have  contractually  committed 
their  CRAF  aircraft  to  DOD  are  hereby 
exempted  from  section  403  of  the  Act 
and  Part  221,  S  207.4,  i  208.32,  and  §  295  - 
13  of  this  chapter  (Board’s  Economic 
Regulations) . 

§  288.6  Scope  of  exemption. 

The  exemption  granted  in  i  288.5  ex¬ 
tends  only  to  transportation  of  persons 
'  and/or  property  imder  agreements  with 
DOD  for  charter  service  for  which  mini¬ 
mum  rate  conditions  are  prescribed  in 
this  psut  and  to  substitute  service.  This 
authority  is  in  suldition  to  all  other  au¬ 
thority  to  engage  in  air  transportation 
issued  by  the  Board  to  any  sdr  carrier 
and  will  not  be  construed  sis  in  any  man¬ 
ner  limiting  such  other  authority. 

§  288.7  Reasonable  level  of  compensa¬ 
tion. 

It  shall  be  a  condition  on  the  exemp¬ 
tion  granted  by  this  pcul  that  the  level 
of  compensation  for  transportation  pro¬ 
vided  shall  not  be  uneconomlcally  low. 
In  the  absence  of  specific  Board  ap¬ 
proval,  tile  ccanpensatlon  for  such  serv¬ 
ices  shall  not  be  less  than  the  following; 

(a)  For  foreign  and  oversesis  trans¬ 
portation,  for  transportation  between 
the  48  contiguous  States  on  the  one  hand 
find  Hawsdi  or  Ahuka  on  the  other  hand, 
and  for  trsmsportation  within  Alaska, 
other  than  specified  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section: 

(1)  Performed  with  turbine-powered 
aircraft: 
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P»jMen«ws,  per 
pamncer-tnile 

Coowcrtible 

ICliod  piMeiyr  rmnn,  per  reTenne 
pUne-mtV 

Alrerkft  type 

Round 

One 

Penenfer 
tec.  per 

Cerpo 

let,  per 
ton- 
mile 

Bound  trip 

One 

wey 

trip 

wsy 

trip 

wey 

ter-mUe 

Varieble 

Fixed 

Verteble 

Fixed 

<knU 

2.00 

CenU 

S.OO 

Cent* 

8.30 

CtnU 

17.18 

OmU 

X15 

CnUt 

1X07 

1.84 

x« 

1.46 

14.81 

XOl 

X78 

rassengere-paUeU: 

$XI3 

8X07 

txu 

8X01 

xn 

187 

X80 

6.66 

X18 

184 

X78 

XM 

XIO 

182 

6.1* 

XS3 

X13 

188 

6.16 

XSl 

XIO 

XM 

6.73 

X48 

X07 

X83 

6.11 

X47 

180 

172 

6.6* 

X41 

I'm 

XM 

aos 

1X28 

1.78 

7.78 

Paswngere-Pellete: 

X82 

X04 

X82 

X44 

X78 

X40 

*.14 

X45 

........ 

X47 

X18 

X46 

X17 

X42 

X14 

X40 

X12 

X2S 

XOl 

X20 

X98 

XU 

4.U 

IX  BO 

21U 

178 

1X15 

I’essenicw-penett: 

183 

XOB 

X16 

X88 

. .V 

176 

ISO 

4.87 

4.72 

170 

X45 

4.82 

4.07 

2.08 

X44 

4.81 

4.00 

ISO 

X2S 

4.72 

4.47 

- 

_ _ 

_ _ _  - 

(2)  Performed  with  piston  aircraft: 


Type  of  lerrioe 

Operetlona  in  all 
areas  except  within 
Alaska 

Rates 

wiUiln 

Alaska 

Regular 

rates 

Rates  for 
North 
Pacific 
routing 

Paaseofter,  per 
paRsenKcr-mile; 

Round  trip _ 

One  wey _ _ 

Ceiyo,  per  ton-mile: 

Round  trip . 

One  wey... . . 

ConTertlbie: 

Passenger  leg,  pa 
pa.'J-V.ngPT-nill*  . . . 

Cargo  leg,  per  ton- 

mile  _  _ 

Ctntt 

178 

X30 

1X80 

2X00 

X78 

1X00 

Cmtf 

X7S 

X20 

1X00 

2X00 

X70 

1X00 

CenU 

XM 

XU 

1X10 

2X20 

XM 

1X80 

Ulxed  p«sa«figer-oeno: 

Round  trip,  per 
rreeiiue  ple&e- 
mile,  (or  lollowlng 
eircTWt  and 
number  o(  eeete 
installed  et  re¬ 
quest  of  DOD: 

DC-OA/B: 

0-2 . 

181.028 

>1.80 

XOl 

Xll 

X22 

XSO 

X43 

>X28 

>X43 

XU 

X80 

XU 

xw 

X0I28 

1-44 . - 

4S-M . 

80-04....... 

06-74-...... 

75-87 _ 

88 . 

DC-7CF. 

Ir-lOI^/E/ 

o/iTL- 

1048A/7: 

04..... _ 

*8X30 

>xu 

xr 

-  X03 
XOB 
X73 
X74 

1-47 _ 

40-88....... 

00-71 . 

72-88 . 

80-82 _ 

83  and  over. 

_ 

'  All-cargo  rate  appUeable  on  flights  designated  as  aD- 
esigo  where  llmitea  serflees  (or  the  personnel  who  may 
he  carried  are  reqnbed  under  the  DOD  eontraet. 

*  Rate  applicable  on  fligbta  designated  as  mlied  when 
roll  passenger  serrloss  an  requirad  under  the  DOD 
contract. 


Provided,  That,  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  i  288.8,  the  minimum  rates  specified  In 
subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  not  be  applicable  to  passen¬ 
gers  or  cargo  carried  on  a  particular  trip 
In  excess  of  the  amoimt  that  the  contract 
calls  for  DOD  to  supply  and  the  carrier 
to  provide  space. 

(b)  For  Logalr  and  Quicktrans  serv¬ 
ices.  other  than  specified  In  paragraph 
(c)  of  this  section,  on  and  after  July  1, 
1967:" 


Aircraft  type 

Llnehaul 
rate  per 
eonne- flown 
statute  mile 

Rate  per 
directed 
landing 

C-40 . 

OXTTH 

1.2300 

8M 

100 

DC-OA . 

AW-080 . 

1.3001 

100 

DO-7B/C/F/L-1048H . 

L-10(VL-382B . 

1.0001 

1.8183 

180 

100 

DC-8-30 . . 

1.U74 

180 

B-727-100C . 

1.8021 

180 

(e)  The  compensation  for  substitute 
service  shall  not  be  less  than  that  which 
the  prime  contractor  would  have  re¬ 
ceived  under  his  contract  with  DOD. 

§  288.8  Hinimum  aircraft  loada. 

The  minimum  charges  established  by 
S  288.7(a)  shall  be  deemed  economic 
only  when  the  resulting  revenues  are  at 
least  the  equivalent  of  such  charges  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  following  minimum  loads: 


*  The  following  minimum  rates  per 
course-flown  statute  mile  wUl  remain  In 
effect  through  June  SO,  1807: 

D0-7F/1^1040B _ 81.850 

OL-i4 .  a.307 

0-40 _  .830 

DC-eA/AW-050  _ 1. 1708 

-(-8100/land- 

Ing. 


Aircraft  type 

Number  ni 
pMMDfen, 

Tens  of  cargo 

aD-paaeen- 

ger  and 

convertible 

flights 

AU-cargo 

flights 

Convert¬ 

ible 

flights 

B-707-330-B/C _ 

lU 

3X6 

33.7 

B-707-S0O  series . 

100 

B-7a7-138B .  .. 

187 

B-707-100  aeries 

lU 

DC-8F-01,  -03...... 

218 

U 

42.6 

DC-8F . 

lU 

3X6 

33.7 

DC-8  (80 aeries). 

1« 

147 

B-727 . 

IM 

18 

1X8 

CV-880. . 

110 

18 

10.8 

CL-44. . 

1« 

28.  U 

28 

T.nit3 

3X7 

L-IOMA. . . 

86 

18 

18 

D-IOM-C/B/O/H . 

88 

18 

18 

DC-7B/C/CF/F . 

86 

18 

18 

Lr-IOUA . 

88 

18 

12 

DC-7 . 

88 

16 

12 

DC-O-A/B/C . 

83 

13 

12 

DC-4 . 

00 

8 

0 

Provided,  That,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  compensation  equal  tO  the  mini¬ 
mum  rate  applied  to  the  load  that  ac¬ 
tually  can  be  accommodated  shall  be 
considered  economic  whenever  a  carrier 
is  prevented  frcun  accommodating  a  load 
equal  to  ^e  minimum  specified  above, 
for  reasons  other  than  adverse  weather, 
off-loading  by  DOD,  or  the  bulk  of  the 
cargo  supplied  by  DOD,  but  in  no  event 
less  than  90  percent  of  the  above  mini¬ 
mum  loads.  For  purposes  of  this  proviso, 
failure  by  the  carrier  to  accommodate 
more  than  12  loaded  pallets  on  the 
B-707-320B/C  and  DC-8F  aircraft,  or 
10  loaded  pallets  on  the  C1j-44  aircraft. 
Irrespective  of  the  total  weight  thereof, 
on  the  all-cargo  segment  of  any  con¬ 
vertible  charter  flight,  due  to  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  galley  equipment  and/or  crew 
facilities  on  the  main  deck  of  the  air¬ 
craft  for  use  on  that  convertible  charter 
filght.  Is  deemed  to  be  due  to  the  bulk 
of  the  cargo  supplied  by  DOD. 

§  288.9  Round-trip  servicM. 

For  purposes  of  this  part,  round-trip 
services  mean  charter  service  oUier 
than  Logalr  and  Qidcktrans  services 
where:  (a)  Passengers  and/or  cargo  are 
transported  on  two  or  more  successive 
revenue  flights  and  the  last  revenue 
flight  terminates  within  250  statute 
miles  of  the  point  of  origin  of  the  first 
revenue  flight  or,  by  mutual  consent  of 
DOD  and  the  carrier,  at  a  point  within 
250  statute  miles  of  the  carrier’s  princi¬ 
pal  operating  base;  (b)  the  sch^ullng 
permits  d^^arture  within  4  hours  after 
arrival  at  each  point  to  be  served  except 
at  one  point  where  the  aircraft  may  be 
scheduled  for  departure  within  72  hours 
after  arrival:  Provided,  That,  on  flights 
serving  more  than  one  UB.  departure 
point,  by  mutual  consent,  DOD  and  the 
carrier  may  agree  on  not  more  thsm 
three  points  where  the  aircraft  may  be 
scheduled  for  departure  within  72  hours 
after  arrival;  and  (e)  the  air  carrier 
operates  en  route  not  more  than  one 
ferry  flight  not  exceeding  50  statute 
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miles  without  compensation  and  not 
more  than  one  ferry  flight  not  exceeding 
1,500  statute  miles  for  compensation 
eqiial  to  not  less  than  75  per  cent  of  the 
round-trip  cargo  rate  specifled  in  SS  288.7 
and  288.8  where  only  cargo  is  carried  on 
the  other  portions  of  the  whole  trip  and 
for  compensation  equal  to  not  less  than 
75  percent  of  the  round-trip  all-passen¬ 
ger  rate  specified  in  SS  288.7  and  288.8  in 
all  cases  where  passengers  are  carried  on 
any  other  part  of  the  whole  trip. 

§  288.10  Computation  of  passenger- 
miles  and  cargo  ton-miles. 

(a)  General  rule.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  part,  the  computation  of  passenger- 


miles  and  cargo  ton-miles  for  charter 
service  other  than  Logalr  and  Qulcktrans 
shall  be  based  on  no  lesser  mileage  than 
the  nonstop  airport-to-airport  distance. 
In  terms  of  statute  miles  from  the  point 
of  origin  of  the  revenue  flight  to  the 
point  of  destination  of  such  flight,  via 
such  Intermediate  pc^ts  as  are  required 
to  be  served  by  the  terms  of  the  DOD 
contract. 

(b)  Transpacific  services.  In  the  case 
of  transpacific  services  between  the  48 
contiguous  States  and  points  beyond 
Alaska  or  Hawaii,  the  general  rule  shall 
not  apply  but  the  mileage  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  as  prescribed  In  the  following 
schediile: 


And 


I  South  Philip- 

iThailaad  Viet-  pine  Ouem  Wake  Hawaii  Formosa  Okinawa  Japan*  Alaska 
Nam  Idands 


XT  .8.  west  coast  I..  SorSSorS  7or4  7  S  1  14  or  4  7or4  7or2  1 

Alaska .  16  16  S  .  3  3  1  . 

Japan .  12  12  111  «  1  1  . 

Okinawa .  12  12  111  0  1  . 

Formosa .  12  12  11  11  10  . 

Hawaii .  13  13  0  9  1  . 

Wake .  12  12  11  . 

Guam .  12  12  1  . 

Philippine 

Isluds .  1  1  . 

South  Vlet-Nam..  1  . 


Routingi 

1.  Direct  9.  Via  Wake. 

2.  Via  Anchorage.  10.  Via  Wake-Quam. 

3.  VlaYokota.  11.  Via  Guam. 

4.  Via  Anchorage-Yokota.  12.  Via  Clark. 

6.  Via  Anchorage-Yokota-Clark.  13.  Via  Wake-Clark. 

6.  Via  Honolulu.  14.  Via  Honolulu- Wake-Guam. 

7.  Via  Honolulu-Wake.  16.  Via  Yokota-Clark. 


A  Via  H<»dulu-Wake-Clai1c. 

I  Any  place  in  the  State California,  Oregon  or  Washington. 

*  For  services  to  and  from  Japan,  compute  mileage  to  and  from  Yokota  Air  Base. 


Non:  Alternative  routings  7, 8,  and  14  are  to  be  used  for  calculation  of  the  mileage  U  DOD  requires  that  an  inter¬ 
mediate  point  along  the  mid-Paciflc  route  be  served. 


activity  of  a  continuing  nature  within 
the  meaning  of  5  U.S.C.  558(c) . 

Effective:  June  1.  1967. 

Adopted:  May  25,  1967. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  87-6002;  PUed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:45  ajn.] 


Tide  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  AUOTMENTS 
(Arndt.  17] 

PART  722 — COTTON 

Subpart — A  c  r  e  a  g  e  Allotments  for 
1966  and  Succeeding  Crops  of  Up¬ 
land  Cotton 

Transfer  or  Cotton  Acreage  Affected 
By  Natural  Disaster 

Basis  and  purpose.  This  amendment 
is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (52 
Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1281 
et  seq.) .  The  purpose  of  this  amendment 
is  to  designate  coimties  in  the  State  of 
Alabama  that  have  been  affected  by  a 
natural  disaster  within  the  meaning  of 
section  344 (n)  of  the  act  for  the  1967 
crop. 

In  order  that  determinations  with  re- 


(c)  Transatlantic  services.  In  the 
case  of  transatlantic  services,  when  the 
nonst<9  airport-to-alrport  distance  be¬ 
tween  origin  and  destination  of  the  flight 
Is  4,000  miles  or  more  and  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  are  specifled  by  the  terms  of 
the  DOD  contract,  the  mileage  shall  be 
no  less  than  as  computed  via  Shannon, 
Ireland,  or  via  Lajes/Santa  Marla, 
Azores,  whichever  routing  yields  a  lower 
mileage. 

§  288.11  On-loading  and  off-loading  of 
traffic. 

It  shall  not  be  deemed  a  violation  of 
the  provisions  of  this  part  for  an  air 
carrier  operating  a  charter  flight  to  per¬ 
mit  DOD  to  on-load  and/or  off-load 
trafDc  (passenger  or  ctu^o)  at  any  opera¬ 
tional  stops  en  route  made  for  the  car¬ 
rier’s  convenience,  to  the  extent  that  It 
does  not  interfere  with  the  cturler’s 
scheduled  ground  operation:  Provided, 
That  the  carrier  receives  minimum  com¬ 
pensation  consistent  with  the  provisions 
of  this  part  for  resulting  load  carried  mi 
any  flight  stage  which  is  in  excess  of  the 
load  paid  for  under  the  contract. 

§  288.12  Application  for  other  relief. 

Air  carriers  may  make  timely  applica¬ 
tions  for  authority  to  engage  in  air  trans¬ 
portation  for  the  military  establishment 
not  covered  by  this  part,  including  relief 
from  any  limitation  or  requirement  im¬ 


posed  by  this  part.  Such  applications 
shall  be  governed  by  the  provisions  con¬ 
tained  in  Part  302,  Subparts  A  and  D  of 
this  chapter. 

Subpart  C — Enforcement 
§  288.15  Violations. 

Operations  by  any  carrier  for  the  mili¬ 
tary  establishment  which  are  not  within 
the  scope  of  such  carrier’s  basic  author¬ 
ity  or  of  this  part  or  of  other  authority 
granted  by  the  Board  prior  to  the  time 
such  operations  are  undertaken,  or  non- 
compliance  with  any  iq>plicable  require¬ 
ments,  conditions,  or  limitations  in  this 
part,  constitute  violations  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  and  will  render  the 
offending  air  carrier  subject  to  imposi¬ 
tion  of  lawful  sanction,  including  in 
proper  cases  criminal  prosecution  under 
section  902(a)  of  the  Act. 

Subpart  D — Duration 
§  288.18  Expiration. 

(a)  ’This  part  shall  expire  June  30, 
1968,  unless  rescinded  by  the  Board  at 
an  earlier  date.  ’The  Board  reserves  the 
right  to  rescind  this  part  or  any  pro¬ 
vision  thereof  at  imy  time,  with  or  with¬ 
out  notice  or  hearing,  as  the  public  in¬ 
terest  may  require. 

(b)  ’Die  transportation  services  per¬ 
formed  pursucmt  to  the  authorization 
granted  in  this  part  do  not  constitute  an 


spect  to  transfer  of  acreage  for  the  1967 
crop  may  be  made  prior  to  the  end  of 
the  cotton  planting  season,  it  is  essential 
that  this  amendment  be  made  effective 
as  soon  as  possible.  Accordingly,  it  is 
hereby  determined  and  found  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  notice,  public  procedure, 
and  30-day  effective  date  requirements 
of  5  U.S.C.  553  is  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  and  this 
amendment  shall  be  effective  upon  filing 
of  this  document  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Section  722.430(1)  of  the  regulations 
for  Acreage  Allotments  for  1966  and  Suc¬ 
ceeding  Crops  of  Upland  Cotton  (31  FR. 
5300,  as  amended)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  designated  coimties  in  the 
State  of  Alabama. 

Alabama 

Lauderdale.  Morgan. 

LUneetone.  Marshall. 

Madison.  De  Kalb. 

Jackson.  Cullman. 

Colbert.  Blount. 

Franklin.  Etowah. 

Lawrence.  Cherokee. 

(Secs.  344(n),  375;  78  Stat.  177,  53  Stat.  66, 
as  amended;  7  n.S.O.  1344(n).  1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  May 
26, 1967. 

Rat  FrrzGKRALD, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agriad- 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

IP.R.  Doc.  e7-e097:  PU«d.  May  81,  1967; 
8:48  ajn.] 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 
I  Nectarine  Reg.  1] 

PART  916— NECTARINES  GROWN 
IN  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  916,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  916), 
regulating  the  handling  of  nectarines 
grown  In  the  State  of  California,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Nectarine  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee,  established  under  the 
aforesaid  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  itpon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  nectarines,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth,  and  In  the  manner 
herein  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  Is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
Is  impracticable,  imnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  Interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  nile- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  this  regulation  imtll  30 
days  after  publicaticm  thereof  in  the 
Federal  Register  (5  UJ3.C.  553)  in  that, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time  Inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  Informa¬ 
tion  upon  which  this  regulation  Is  bsised 
became  available  and  the  time  when  this 
regulation  must  become  effective  In  order 
to  effectuate  *he  declared  policy  of  the 
act  Is  Insufficient;  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  not  later  than  the 
date  hereinafter  specified.  A  reasonable 
determination  as  to  the  supply  of,  and 
the  demand  for,  such  nectarines  must 
await  the  development  of  the  crop  there¬ 
of;  adequate  Information  thereon  was 
not  available  to  the  Nectarine  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee  imtil  the  date  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  on  which  an  open 
meeting  was  held,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  the  need  for,  and 
the  extent  of,  regulation  of  shipments 
of  such  nectarines;  Interested  persons 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
information  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  In¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the 
period  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  shipments  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  crop  of  such  nectarines  are  expected 
to  begin  on  or  about  the  effective  date 


hereof;  this  regulaticm  should  be  api^- 
cable  to  all  such  shipmoits  In  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 
the  provisions  of  this  regulation  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee;  Information 
concerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  nectarines;  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  iH'ovlslons  of  this  regula¬ 
tion  will  not  require  of  handlers  any 
preparation  therefor  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 
Such  committee  meeting  was  held  on 
May  25,  1967. 

§  916.329  Nectarine  Regulation  1. 

(a)  Order.  (1)  Dtirlng  the  period 
June  1. 1967,  through  October  31, 1967,  no 
handler  shall  handle  any  package  or 
container  of  any  vsuiety  of  nectarines 
imless  such  nectarines  grade  at  least 
n.S.  No.  1:  Provided.  That  nectarines  2 
Inches  in  diameter  or  smaller,  or  4  x  4 
size  or  smaller,  shall  not  have  fairly  light 
colored,  fairly  smooth  scars  which  ex¬ 
ceed  the  aggregate  area  of  a  circle  % 
inch  in  diameter,  and  nectarines  larger 
than  2  Inches  in  diameter,  or  larger  than 
4x4  size,  shall  not  have  fairly  light 
colored,  fairly  smooth  scars  which  exceed 
an  aggregate  area  of  a  circle  inch  in 
diameter. 

(2)  When  used  herein,  “U.S.  No.  1” 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  set  forth 
in  the  U£.  Standsu'ds  for  Grades  of  Nec¬ 
tarines  (tS  51.3146-51.3160  of  this  Utle) ; 
and  all  other  terms  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  the  maiiceting 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UjB.C. 
801-874) 

Dated:  May  31,  1967. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[FJt.  Doc.  67-8186;  FUed,  Iday  81,  1987; 

10:60  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  F6od  for  Human  Consumption 

Fumigants  for  Processed  Grains  Used 
nr  Production  of  Fermented  Malt 
Beverages 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  In  a  petition 
(FAP  5H1500)  filed  by  Ferguson  Fumi¬ 
gants,  Inc.,  93  Ford  Lane,  Hazelwood, 
Mo.  63042,  and  other  relevant  material, 
has  concluded  that  the  food  additive 
regulations  should  be  amended  (1)  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  a  mixture  of 
methyl  bromide  and  ethylene  dibrcMnide 
as  a  fumigant  for  processed  grains  used 
in  the  production  of  fermented  malt 


beverages  and  (2)  to  establish  food  ad¬ 
ditive  tolerances  for  the  resulting  resi¬ 
dues  of  inorganic  bromides.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(c)(1).  72  Stat.  1786  ;  21  UJ3.C.  348(e) 
(1))  and  imder  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  c:k)mmlssioner  by  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (21 
C7FR  2.120),  Part  121  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  121.1020  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  item  “125  parts  per  mil¬ 
lion  *  *  *“  in  paragraph  (b)  and  by 
revising  paragraph  (c) .  The  affected  por¬ 
tions  read  as  follows: 

§  121.1020  Inorganic  bromides. 

•  •  •  #  • 

(b)  *  •  • 

125  parts  per  million  in  or  on  bread, 
biscuit,  cake,  cookie,  and  pie  mixes; 
breading;  cer^  flours  and  related  prod¬ 
ucts  complying  with  Part  15  of  this 
chapter;  cracked  rice;  dried  vegetables: 
fiours  of  barley,  milo  (sorghmn),  oats, 
rice,  and  rye;  macaroni  and  noodle  prod¬ 
ucts  complying  with  Part  16  of  this 
chapter;  and  soya  flour. 

(c)  When  the  food  additive  Is  present 

in  fermented  malt  beverages  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  IS  121.1152  and/or  121.1194, 
the  amount  shall  not  exceed  25  parts  per 
million  (calculated  as  Br) . 

•  «  •  •  • 

2.  Section  121.1152  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)  and  by  adding  new 
paragraph  (d),  as  follows: 

§  121.1152  Fumigants  for  processed 

grains  used  in  production  of  fer¬ 
mented  malt  beverages. 

•  •  «  #  # 

(a)  They  consist  of  one  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  mixtures: 

(1)  Garbon  tetrachloride  with  either 
carbon  disulfide  or  ethylene  dichlorlde, 
with  or  without  pentane. 

(2)  Methyl  bromide  and  ethylene  di- 
bromide.  Total  residues  of  Inorganic 
bromides  (calculated  as  Br)  from  the 
use  of  this  mixture  and  any  previous 
fumigations  shall  not  exceed  125  parts 
per  million. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  The  total  residue  of  Inorganic 
bromides  in  fermented  malt  beverages, 
resulting  from  the  use  of  com  grits  and 
cracked  rice  fumigated  with  the  mixture 
described  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  this 
section  plus  addltlonid  residues  of  inor¬ 
ganic  bromides  that  may  be  present 
from  uses  in  accordance  with  other  regu¬ 
lations  in  this  chapter  promulgated 
under  sections  408  and/or  409  of  the  act, 
does  not  exceed  25  parts  per  million  of 
bromide  (calculated  as  Br) . 

3.  Section  121.1194(a)(2)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  121.1194  Potassium  bromatc. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  The  total  residue  of  inorganic 
bromides  in  fermented  malt  beverages, 
resulting  from  the  use  of  the  treated  malt 
plus  additional  residues  of  Inorganic 
bromides  that  may  be  present  from  uses 
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in  accordance  with  other  regulations  in 
this  chapter  promulgated  under  sections 
408  and/or  409  of  the  act.  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  25  parts  per  million  of  bromide 
(calculate  as  Br) .  No  tolerance  Is  estab¬ 
lished  for  bromide  in  distilled  spirits  be¬ 
cause  there  is  evidence  that  inorganic 
bromides  do  not  pass  over  in  the  distil¬ 
lation  process. 

•  •  •  #  • 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  in  qulntupli- 
cate.  Objections  shall  show  wherein  the 
person  filing  will  be  adversely  affected 
by  the  order  and  specify  with  peuticular- 
ity  the  provisions  of  the  order  deemed 
objectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the 
objections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  Justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  40»(c)(l),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  D.S.C.  348 

(c)(1))  . 

Dated:  May  23, 1967. 

J.K.Kirk, 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[PJl.  Doc.  67-6071;  FUed,  May  31,  1967; 

8:46  ajn.] 

Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  8— Veterans  Administration 
PART  8-1— GENERAL 

PART  8-6— FOREIGN  PURCHASES 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  In  S  8-1 .604-1  (a)  (7).  subdivision 
(ii)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§8-1.604—1  Procedural  requirements 
rdating  to  the  imposition  of  debar* 
menu 

(a)  General.  •  •  • 

(7)  Notice  of  debarment.  •  •  • 

(il)  The  imposition  of  debarment 
upon  a  firm  or  an  individual  by  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Supply  Service,  shall  be  fined  and 
conclusive  except  that  the  firm  or  indi¬ 
vidual  so  debarred  may  seek  relief  in  a 
court  of  competent  Jurisdiction. 

2.  In  Part  8-6,  Subpart  8-6.53  is  re¬ 
vised  to  resul  as  follows: 


Swbpart  8—6.53  Pwrchasas  Fram  Communitt- 
ContrelM  Arsot 

Sec. 

8-6.5300  Restrictions. 

8-6.5301  General. 

8-6.5301-1  Communist-controlled  areas. 
8-68302  Exceptions. 

8-6.5303  Contract  provisions. 

Authoritt:  The  provisions  ot  this  Sub¬ 
part  8-6.58  issued  imder  sec.  206(c),  63  Stat. 
300,  as  amended,  40  UB.C.  486(e);  sec.  210 
(c),  72  Stat.  1114;  38  UJ3.C.  210(c). 

Subpart  8—6.53 — Purchases  From 
Communist-Controlled  Areas 
§  8—6.5300  Restrictions. 

§  8-6.5301  General. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration  that  supplies  and  materials 
mined,  manufactui^,  or  produced  in 
whole  or  in  part  within  Communist-con¬ 
trolled  areas  or  which  are  or  were  lo¬ 
cated  in,  or  transported  from  or  through 
Hong  Kong, -Macao  or  any  Communist- 
controlled  areas  shaU  be  presumed  to 
have  originated  from  Communist-con¬ 
trolled  sources  and  shaU  not  be  acquired 
for  Veterans  Administration  use,  except 
as  provided  for  in  {  8-6.5302. 

§  8—6.5301—1  Communist-controlled 
areas. 

The  following  are  considered  Commu¬ 
nist-controlled  areas: 

Albania. 

Bulgaria. 

China,  excluding  Tai¬ 
wan  (Formosa). 

Oommunlst-oon- 
trolled  areas  of  Viet 
Nam  and  Laos. 

Cuba. 

Czechoslovakia . 

East  Germany  (So¬ 
viet  Zone  of  Ger¬ 
many  and  Soviet 
Sector  of  Berlin) . 

§  8-6.5302  Exceptions. 

Contracting  officers  may  deviate  from 
the  policy  set  forth  in  S  8-6.5301  only 
when  it  has  been  unequivocally  estab¬ 
lished  that  the  required  merchandise  or 
an  acceptable  substitute  is  not  available 
from  any  other  source.  Complete  Justi¬ 
fication  for  any  purchase  so  made  will 
be  submitted  through  the  Director,  Sup¬ 
ply  Service,  for  review  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator. 

§  8-6.5303  Contract  provisions. 

Solicitations  will  include  a  clause  sub¬ 
stantially  as  follows: 

OOMMUNIST-OONTROLLB)  AREAS 

The  Contractor  shall  not  acquire  for  use 
In  the  perfcR’mance  of  this  contract  any 
supplies  or  services  originating  from  sources 
within  Communist-controlled  areas,  or  which 
are  or  were  located  In  or  transported  from  or 
through  Hong  Kong  or  Macao  or  any  Com¬ 
munist-controlled  area,  without  the  writ¬ 
ten  approval  of  the  Contracting  Officer.  A 
list  of  Communist-controlled  areas  Is  avail¬ 
able  upon  request. 

If  quoting  on  a  foreign  luroduct,  bidder 
must  indicate  In  the  space  provided, 
the  name  of  the  country  In  which  It 
was  mined,  manufactured  or  processed 


(Name  of  country) 


(See.  206(0),  63  Stat.  300,  as  amended,  40 
UB.C.  486(0):  aec.  310(e),  72  Stat.  1114,  38 
UB.0. 210(0) ) 

These  regulations  are  effective  imme¬ 
diately. 

Approved:  May  23, 1967. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  Cyril  F.  Brickiteld, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

(F.R.  Doc.  67-6053;  Filed,  May  31,  1067; 
8:45  a.m.] 


Chapter  9 — Atomic  Energy 
Commission 

PART  9-7— CONTRACT  CLAUSES 

Subpart  9-7.50— Use  of  Standard 
Clauses 

PART  9-16— PROCUREMENT 
FORMS 

Subpart  9—1 6.50— Contract  Outlines 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  In  S  9-7.5006-14,  Obligation  of 
funds,  estimates  of  cost  (other  than  op¬ 
erating  contracts) ,  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9—7.5006—14  Obligation  of  funds,  es¬ 
timates  of  cost  (other  tban  operating 
contracts). 

•  •  •  •  « 

(b)  Notice* — Contractor  excuaed  pending 
increase  when  obligation  is  reached.  When¬ 
ever  the  Contractor  has  reason  to  believe  that 
the  total  cost  of  the  work  under  this  ocmtract 
(exclusive  of  the  Contractor’s  fixed  fee)  will 
be  greater  or  substantially  less  than  the  pres¬ 
ently  estimated  cost  of  the  work,  the  Con¬ 
tractor  shall  promptly  notify  the  Contract¬ 
ing  Officer  In  writing.  (In  contracts  which 
are  fully  obligated,  substitute  the  words 
“amount  obligated  with  re^>ect  to  this  con¬ 
tract  less  the  Contractor's  fixed  fee’’  for  the 
words  “presently  estimated  cost  of  the 
work.’’)  The  Contractor  shall  also  notify  the 
Contracting  Officer  In  writing  when  the  ag¬ 
gregate  of  expenditures  plus  outstanding 
commitments  and  liabilities  allowable  under 
this  contract.  Including  the  Contractor’s 
fixed  fee.  Is  equal  to  ninety  percent  (90%) 
(<Mr  such  other  percentage  as  the  Contracting 
Officer  may  from  time  to  time  establish  by 
notice  to  the  Contractor)  of  the  amount  then 
obligated  with  reepect  to  this  contract.  When 
such  expenditures  and  outstanding  ccxnmlt- 
ments  and  liabilities.  Including  the  Oontrac- 
tOT's  fixed  fee,  eq\ial  one  himdred  percent 
(100%)  of  such  amotmt,  the  Contractor 
shall  Inunedlately  notify  the  Contracting 
Officer  and  shall  make  no  fiu’ther  c<Nnmlt- 
ments  or  expenditures  (except  to  meet  ex¬ 
isting  conunltments  and  liabilities)  and  shall 
be  excvised  from  further  performance  of  the 
work  unless  and  until  the  Contracting  Of¬ 
ficer  thereafter  shall  Increase  the  amount 
obligated  with  respect  to  this  contract. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  S  9-16.5002-2,  Outline  of  a  cost- 
plus-a-fixed-fee  supply  contract  (per¬ 
formed  by  commercial  concerns  in  con¬ 
tractor’s  facilities),  paragraph  (4)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 


Estonia. 

Hungary. 

Latvia. 

Lithuania. 

Manchuria. 

Mongolia. 

North  Korea. 
Poland  and  Danzig. 
Romania. 

Union  of  Soviet  So¬ 
cialist  Republics. 
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§  9-16.5002-2  Outline  of  a  rosl-plua-a- 
fixed-fee  supply  contract  (performed 
by  commertdal  concerns  in  contrac* 
tor’s  facilities). 

•  •  •  •  • 

(4)  Obligation  of  funds,  estimates  cost 
(other  than  <H>eratlng  contracts) — 1 9-7.6006- 
14. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  In  I  9-16.5002-4,  Outline  of  a  cost- 
plus-a-fixed-fee  construction  contract. 
Article  IV  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9-16.5002—4  Oudine  of  a  cost-plus-a- 
fixed-fee  construction  contract. 

•  •  •  •  • 

ilrticle  IV — ObUgaHon  of  funds,  estimates 
of  cost  (other  than  operating  eontraets). 
Insert  contract  clause  set  forth  In  AECPR 
0-7.6006-14. 

•  •  *  •  • 

4.  In  9  9-16.5002-5,  Outline  of  a  cost- 
plus-a-fixed-fee  architect-engineer  con¬ 
tract,  Article  TV  is  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  9-16.5002-5  Outline  of  a  eost-plus-a- 
fixed-fee  architect-engineer  contract. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Artidle  tV—ObUgetion  of  futtds,  esUmmtes 
of  cost  {other  than  operating  eontraets). 
Insert  contract  clause  set  forth  In  ABCPB 
9-7.6006-14. 

•  •  •  •  s 

(Sec.  161,  Atomic  Bnergy  Act  of  1064,  as 
amended.  68  SUt.  948,  42  U.S.C.  2201;  see. 
205,  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1049,  as  amended,  63  Btat. 
390,  40  UA.C.  486) 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  are 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  24th 
day  of  May  1967. 

PVir  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Joseph  L.  Smith, 

Director,  Division  of  Contracts. 

IP.R.  Doc.  67-6054;  Piled,  May  31,  1967; 
8:48  am.] 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 
‘ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX — PUBUC  LAND  ORDERS 
(Public  Imid  Order  4189] 

[Idaho  017476] 

IDAHO 

Withdrawal  for  National  Forest 
Scenic  Area 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  Pit. 
4831 ),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following  described  national  forest  lands 
are  hereby  withdrawn  from  appropria¬ 
tion  under  the  mining  laws  (30'  UB.C., 
Ch.  2),  but  not  from  leasing  under  the 


mineral  leasing  laws,  in  aid  of  programs 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture: 

Kaninsu  National  Poaxsr,  Boise  Mxbdian 

UPPEM  PamST  LAKE  ECSNK  ABEA 

T*  R  4k 

Sec.  30,  kxta  3,  4,  8  and  9,  E^8W%  and 
SW^SE^; 

Sec.  31,  lot  1,  NHNE]4  of  lot  2.  NE]4, 
NX]4NW%.  NE]4SB]4NW]4,  NV4NW% 
SE)4NW)4,  SB]4NW]4SE]4NW)4.  N^ 

8E]4SE]4NW^,  SE)4SE]4SE^NW^, 
NE%SEV4.  NViNW%SE]4.  SE^NW]4 
SE]4.  NEV4SE%SE^.  NViNW^SE%SE%, 
SE]4NW]4SE]4SB]4.  NV4SE)4SE)4SB]4. 
and  SE^SE^SE)4SE]4; 

Sec.  32.SWVi  andSV4SEVi. 

T.  63  N.,  B.  6  W. 

Sec.  23.  S)4SWi4NEV4NE]4.  E)iSW]4NE]4. 
SE^NW^SW%NE^,  BV4SW^SW)4 
NBV4.  SE^NE^,  SB)4SE^SW^,  NE)4 
SE]4.  B)4NW]4SE)4,  NE^NW]4EHIK, 

EV4NW]4NW)4SE)4.  and  S^SE]4: 

Sec.  24.  SV4NW)4NW)4NS^,  NE]4NW)4 
NW]4NE]4,  SW^NW]4NE^.  8E]4NE)4 
NE]4NW]4,  NE]48W]4NE)4NW%.  8V4 
SW%NE)4NW)4.  8E]4NE%NW)4,  8)4 

8E)4NW)4NW)4.  8)4NW)4.  8W)4.  NW)4 
SE)4,and8V48EV4: 

Sec.  26; 

Sec.  26.  EV4.  B)4NB)4NW)4.  EV48W)4NE)4 
NW)4,  B)48E)4NW)4,  BV4NW)4SE)4 

NW)4,  NE)48W)4SE)4NW)4,  EV4NE)4 

8W)4.  E)48W)4NE)48W)4.  B)4SE)4 

8W)4,  NW)48E)4SW)4,  B)48W)48E)4 

8W)4,  and  NW)4SW)48E)48W)4; 

Sec.  36,  N)4NE)4.  NE)4SW)4NE)4.  EV4 
NWy4  8W%NE)4.  N%SEV4SW)4NE)4.  N)4 
SE)4NE)4.  N)4SW)48BV4NE%.  8E)4 

SWViSE)4NE)4  ,  SE)48E)4NEV4,  NE)4 
NE)4NW)4.  E)4NW)4NE)4NW)4,  and 

NE  )4  SB  V4  NE  %  NW  )4 ; 

Sec.  36.  N)4NE»4.  SW)4NE)4.  N)4NW)4 
SE)4NE)4,  8W)4NW)48E)4NE)4,  NW)4 
SW)48E)4NE)4.  N)4NW)4.  NV48W)4 

NW)4.  SW)48W)4NW)4.  N)4SE)4SW)4 
NW)4.  N)4SE)4NW)4,  NV4SW)4SB)4 

NW)4.  and  SE)48Ei4NW)4. 

The  areas  described  aggrregate  3,016.64 
acres  In  Bonner  County. 

2.  The  withdrawal  made  by  this  order 
does  not  alter  the  applicability  of  Uiose 
public  land  laws  governing  the  use  of  the 
national  forest  lands  under  lease,  license, 
or  permit,  or  governing  the  dlsixisal  of 
their  mineral  or  vegetative  resources 
other  than  wider  the  mining  laws. 

Harry  R.  Anderson. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  25,  1967. 

[FJl.  Doc.  67-6060:  Filed  May  31,  1967; 

8:46  a.m.] 


(PuhUc  Land  Order  4221] 

11-701 J 

IDAHO 

Withdrawal  for  National  Forest 
Campgrounds 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FJl. 
4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following  described  national  forest  lands 
are  hereby  withdrawn  from  appropria¬ 
tion  under  the  mining  laws  (30  UB.C., 
Ch.  2),  but  not  from  leasing  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws,  in  aid  of  programs 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture: 
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CoEUS  D'Alene  National  Foeest 

BODE  MSamiAN 

Berlin  Flats  Campground 
T.  61  N..  R.  4  X.. 

Sec.  4,  EV4E)48E)4SW)4.  WV4SW)48E)4. 
and  WV4BV4SW)48E)4; 

Sec.  9,  NW)4NX)4NW)4NX)4.  NV4NW)4 
NW)4NX)4,  and  NE)4NX)4NE)4NW)4. 

Jordan  Creek  Campground 
T.  63  N.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  17.  8V4NW)4NX)4NX)4.  8W>4NE)4 
NE)4.  and  N)4NW)4SEi4NB)4. 

The  arefD  described  aggregate  70  acres 
in  Shoshone  County.  Idaho. 

2.  The  withdrawal  made  by  this  order 
does  not  alter  the  applicability  of  those 
public  land  laws  governing  the  use  of  the 
national  forest  lands  under  lease,  license, 
or  permit,  or  governing  the  diiqN>8Al  of 
their  mineral  or  vegetative  resources 
other  than  under  the  mining  laws. 

Harry  R.  Anderson, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  25, 1967. 

(PR.  Doc.  67-6061;  PUed,  May  31,  1967; 

8:46  am.] 


(Public  Land  Order  4222] 

[1-67] 

IDAHO 

Withdrawal  for  National  Forest 
Recreation  Areas 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26.  1952  (17  F.R. 
4831) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following  described  national  forest  lands 
are  hereby  withdrawn  fnnn  appropria¬ 
tion  under  the  mining  laws  (30  UH.C., 
Ch.  2),  but  not  from  leasing  imder  the 
mineral  leasing  laws,  in  aid  of  programs 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Nezperce  National  Forest 

BODE  MEBIDIAN 

Heaven’s  Gate  Viewpoint  and  Vista  Point 

T.  23  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  6.  NW)4  ot  lot  4; 

Sec.  6,  N)4NE)4  oi  lot  1  and  NEV4NWVi 
of  lot  1. 

T.  24  N.,  R.  1  W, 

Sec.  31,  SW)4SE)4SE)4  and  S)48E)4SE)4 
SE)4; 

Sec.  32,  SV4SW)4SW)4SW)4. 

Totaling  37.28  acres,  more  or  less. 

Echo  Lake  Camp 

T.  23  N.,  R.  2  W.,  unsurveyed,  will  probaMy  be 
when  surveyed: 

Sec.  16,  8W)4NB)4SW)4,  SW)4aB)4NX)4 
SW)4.  and  NE)4SS)4SW)4. 

Totaling  22.6  acres. 

Shelf  Lake  Camp 

T.  23  N.,  R.  2  W.,  unsurveyed,  will  probably  be 
when  surveyed: 

Sec.  11,  SE)4NX)4SW)4SW)4  and  NB)4 
SE)4SW)4SW)4. 

Totaling  6  acres. 

Basin  Lake  Camp 

T.  23  N.,  R.  2  W.,  unsurveyed,  will  probably  be 
when  surveyed: 

Sec.  11,NW)4NW)4SW)4. 

Totaling  10  acrw. 
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Big  Sheep  Lake  Camp 

T.  23  R.  3  W..  Tinaxirreyed,  will  protMbly  b* 
when  surreyed: 

Sec.  14.  8W%SE)4NW^SB^  and  NW% 
NS%SW%SE^. 

Totaling  5  acres. 

Papoose  Cave  Area 
T  34  N  R.  1  W 

Sec.  rr.  S^Ne’^NE^SE^  and  NV48EK 
NE^SEV,. 

Totaling  10  acres. 

V 

Lower  Cannon  Lake  Camp 

T.  28  N..  R.  1  W.. 

See.  19,  8^  of  lot  1. 

Totaling  19.48  acres,  more  or  lees. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  109.78 
acres  more  or  less  in  Idaho  County, 
Idaho. 

2.  The  withdrawal  made  by  this  order 
does  not  alter  the  applicability  of  those 
public  land  laws  governing  the  use  of  the 
national  forest  lands  under  lease,  license, 
or  permit,  or  governing  the  disposal  of 
their  mineral  or  vegetative  resources 
other  than  under  the  mining  laws. 

Harrt  R.  AirocRSON, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mat  25.  1967. 

[PJt.  Doc.  67-6062;  FUed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:45  am.] 


Title  46— SHIPPING 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  Transportation 

SUBCHAPTER  B— MERCHANT  MARINE 
'  OFFICERS  AND  SEAMEN 
[COFR  67-36] 

PART  10— LICENSING  OF  OFFICERS 
AND  MOTORBOAT  OPERATORS 
AND  REGISTRATION  OF  STAFF 
OFFICERS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Pursuant  to  the  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  24,  1967  (32  FH. 
795-807)  and  the  Merchant  Marine 
Council  Public  Hearing  Agenda  dated 
March  20,  1967  (CO-249) .  the  Merchant 
Marine  Coimcil  held  a  public  hearing  on 
March  20, 1967  for  the  purpose  of  receiv¬ 
ing  comments,  views,  and  data.  The  pro¬ 
posals  considered  were  Identified  as 
Items  PH  1-67  to  PH  13-67.  inclusive. 
Item  PH  12-67  contains  proposals  re¬ 
garding  merchant  marine  officers  and 
seamen  (CO-249,  pages  198  to  202,  inclu¬ 
sive),  and  these  proposals  are  adopted 
and  set  forth  in  this  document. 

The  oral  and  written  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  considered  and  no  changes  in 
text  of  proposals  were  made.  An  edi¬ 
torial  amendment  to  46  CFR  10.25-9(a) 
(6)  was  adopted.  The  Merchant  Marine  • 
Council’s  action  with  respect  to  com¬ 
ments  received  are  approved. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  Commandant.  UB.  Coast  Guard, 
by  section  632  of  Title  14.  UB.  Code,  and 
Department  of  Transportation  Order 
1100.1,  dated  March  31.  1967  (49  CFR 
1.4(a)(2),  32  FH.  5606),  to  prcunulgate 
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regulations  in  accordance  with  the  laws 
cited  with  the  regulations  below,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendments  are  prescribed  and 
shall  be  effective  upon  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register: 

1.  The  authority  for  Part  10  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 

Authoeitt:  The  provisions  of  this  I*art  10 
Issued  \mder  R8.  4405,  as  amended,  4463, 
as  amended;  46  D8.C.  375,  416;  Depaitment 
of  Transportation  Order  1100.1,  Mar.  31,  1967, 
49  CFR  1.4(a)(2),  32  FR.  5606;  except  as 
otherwise  noted. 

Subpart  10.02 — General  Requirements 

for  All  Deck  and  Engineer  Officers’ 

Licenses 

2.  The  authority  note  for  Subpart 
10.02  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

AxrrHORrrr:  The  provisions  of  this  Sub* 
part  10.02  Interpret  or  apply  RR.  4417a,  as 
amended,  4426,  as  amended,  4437,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  4438,  as  amended,  4438a,  as  amended, 
4439,  as  amended,  4440,  as  amended,  4441, 
as  amended,  4443,  as  amended,  4443,  as 
amended,  4446,  as  amended,  sec.  2,  39  Stat. 
188,  as  amended,  sec.  1,  34  Stat.  1411,  as 
amended,  secs.  1,  3,  49  Stat.  1544,  1646,  as 
amended,  sec.  8,  70  Stat.  162,  and  sec.  8,  68 
Stat.  676;  46  U8.C.  391a.  404,  406,  234,  224a. 
226,  328,  239,  314,  330,  331,  335,  337,  367, 
890b,  50  nS.C.  198;  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Order  1100.1,  Mar.  31.  1967,  49  CFR 
1.4(a)(2),  33  FR.  6606;  except  as  otherwise 
noted. 

3.  Section  10.02-19(a)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  10.02—19  Reexaminations  and  refusal 
of  licenses, 

(a)  Any  applicant  for  license  or  en¬ 
dorsement  who  has  been  duly  examined 
and  refused  may  come  before  the  same 
Officer  in  Charge.  Marine  Inspection,  for 
reexamination  at  any  time  thereafter 
that  may  be  fixed  by  such  Officer  in 
Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  but  such 
time  shall  not  be  less  than  1  month  from 
the  date  of  his  last  failure.  In  the  case 
of  another  failure,  he  will  not  be  reexam¬ 
ined  untiH  after  a  lapse  of  at  least  3 
months  from  the  date  of  the  second  or 
subsequent  failures. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Subpart  10.05— Professional  Require¬ 
ments  for  Deck  Officers'  Licenses 

(Inspected  Vessels) 

4.  The  authority  note  for  Subpart 
10.05  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

AxTiHORirr:  The  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
10.06  interpret  or  apply  R.S.  4417a.  as  amend¬ 
ed,  4426,  as  amended,  4427,  as  amended, 
4438,  as  amended,  4488a,  as  amended.  4439, 
as  amended,  4440,  as  amended,  4443,  as 
amended,  4448,  as  amended.  4446,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  sec.  1,  84  Stat.  1411,  as  amended,  secs. 
1,  3,  40  Stat.  1644,  1646,  as  amended,  sec.  8. 
70  Stat.  163,  and  sec.  3,  68  Stat.  676;  46 
UR.O.  891a,  404,  406,  234.  334a.  226,  228,  214, 
280.  231,  383,  225,  287,  367,  390b,  60  UR.C. 
196;  Department  at  Transportation  Order 
1100.1,  Mar.  81,  1067,  40  CFR  1.4(a)(2).  82 
FR.  5606;  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

5.  Section  10.05-5(b)  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  text,  but  not 
the  subparagrai^  (1)  to  (4),  Inclusive, 
so  that  the  introductory  material  reads 
as  ftdlows: 


§  10.05—5  Master  of  coastwise  steam  or 
motor  vessels. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  The  minimum  service  required  to 
qualify  an  applicant  for  a  license  as 
master  of  steam  or  motor  vessels  of  not 
more  than  500  gross  tons,  operated  in 
oonnecti(m  with  the  offshore  mineral  and 
oil  industries,  limited  to  a  stated  distance 
offshore  on  the  continental  shelf  of  the 
Atlantic.  Gulf,  or  Pacific  Cosist  of  the 
United  States,  as  determined  by  the 
Commander  of  the  District  in  which  the 
license  is  issued,  is: 

*  •  •  •  • 

6.  Section  10.05-28  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  10,05—28  Mate  of  steam  or  motor  ves¬ 
sels  engaged  in  offshore  mineral  and 
oil  industries. 

(a)  The  minimum  service  required  to 
qualify  an  applicant  for  a  license  as 
mate  of  steam  or  motor  vessels  of  not 
more  than  500  gross  tons,  operated  in 
connection  with  the  offshore  mineral  and 
oil  Industries,  limited  to  a  stated  distance 
offshore  on  the  continental  shelf  of  the 
Atlantic,  Gulf,  or  Pacific  Coast  of  the 
United  States,  as  determined  Iqr  the 
Commander  of  the  District  in  which  the 
license  is  issued,  is: 

(1)  Two  years’  service  as  a  licensed 
officer  in  charge  of  a  deck  watch  on  min¬ 
eral  or  oil  industry  vessels;  or 

(2)  One  year’s  service  as  master  or 
first-class  pilot  of  Inland  steam  or  motor 
vessels  plus  6  months  in  the  deck  de¬ 
partment  of  coastwise  vessels  or  mineral 
or  oil  industry  vessels;  or 

(3)  One  year’s  service  as  a  licensed 
master  or  2  years’  service  as  a  licensed 
mate  of  ocean  or  coastwise  uninspected 
vessels;  or 

(4)  Three  years’  service  in  the  deck 
department  of  ocean  or  coastwise  steam 
or  motor  vessels,  including  mineral  and 
oil  Industry  vessels. 

7.  Section  10.05-29(a)  (3)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  10.05—29  Second  nuite  of  ocean  ateam 
or  motor  veaada. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(3)  Five  years’  service  in  the  deck  de¬ 
partment  of  ocean  or  coastwise  steam  or 
motor  vessels  of  1,000  gross  tons  or  over, 
2  years  of  which  shall  have  been  as 
boatswain,  able  seaman,  or  quartermas¬ 
ter  while  holding  a  certificate  as  able 
seaman;  or, 

•  •  •  •  • 

8.  Section  10.05-31  (a)  (2)  is  amended 
to  read  as  foUows: 

§  10.05—31  Second  mate  of  coastwise 
steam  or  motor  vessels. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  Five  years’  service  in  the  deck  de¬ 
partment  of  ocesui  or  coastwise  steam  or 
motor  vessels,  2  years  of  which  shall  have 
been  as  boatswain,  able  seaman  or  quar¬ 
termaster  while  holding  a  certificate  as 
able  seaman;  or, 

•  •  •  •  • 
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Subpart  10.10 — Proftssional  Require- 
m«ntt  for  Enginoor  OfDcors'  Li¬ 
censes  (Inspected  Vessels) 

9.  The  authority  note  for  Subpart 
10.10  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Authobitt:  The  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
10.10  Interpret  or  apply  R.8.  4417a,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  4426.  as  amended,  4427,  as  amended,  4438, 
as  amended.  4438a,  as  amended,  4441,  as 
amended,  4443,  as  amended,  4445,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  4447,  as  amended,  sec.  2.  29  Stat.  188, 
as  amended,  sec.  1,  34  Stat.  1411,  as  amended, 
secs.  1,  2,  40  Stat.  1544,  1545,  as  amended, 
sec.  3.  70,  Stat.  152,  and  sec.  8,  68  Stat.  675; 
46  U.S.C.  391a,  404,  405,  224,  224a,  229.  230, 
231,  233.  225,  237,  367,  300b,  50  U.S.C.  108; 
Department  of  Transportation  Order  1100.1, 
Mar.  31,  1067,  40  CFR  1.4(a)  (2).  32  F.R.  5606; 
except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Subpart  10.13 — Licensing  of  Radio 
Officers 

10.  The  authority  note  for  Subpart 
10.13  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Authobitt:  The  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
10.13  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  1-8,  62  Stat. 
232-234;  46  D.S.C.  229a-229h;  Department 
of  Transportation  Order  1100.1,  Mar.  31, 1967, 
49  CFR  1.4(a)(2).  32  Fit.  5606;  except  as 
otherwise  noted. 

Subpart  10.15 — Licensing  of  Officers 
for  Uninspected  Vessels 

11.  The  authority  note  for  Subpart 
10.15  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Authobitt:  The  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
10.15  Interpret  or  apply  R.S.  4438a,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  46  nB.C.  224a;  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Order  1100.1,  Mar.  SI.  1967,  49  CFR 
1.4(a)(2),  82  F.R.  5606;  except  as  otherwise 
noted. 

Subpart  10.20 — Motorboat  Operators’ 
Licenses 

12.  The  authority  note  for  Subpart 
10.20  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Authobitt:  Hie  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
10.20  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  7,  17,  54  Stat. 
165,  as  amended,  166,  as  amended;  46  UJ3.C. 
626f,  626p;  Department  of  Transportation 
Order  1100.1,  Mar.  81,  1967,  40  CFR  1.4(a)  (2), 
32  FR.  5606;  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Subpart  10.25 — Registration  of  Staff 
Officers 

13.  The  authority  note  for  Subpart 
10.25  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Authobitt:  The  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
10.25  Interiu'et  ot  apply  sec.  7,  58  Stat.  1147, 
as  amended;  46  UR.C.  247;  Department  of 
Transportation  Order  1100.1,  Mar.  81,  1967, 
49  CFR  1.4(a)(2),  82  FJt.  5606;  except  as 
otherwise  noted. 

14.  Section  10.25-9(a)  is  amended  by 
redesignating  subparagraph  (6)  to  (7) 
and  by  Inserting  a  new  subparagraph 
(6)  so  that  these  subparagraphs  read 
as  follows: 

§  10.25—9  Experience  requirements. 

(а)  •  •  • 

(б)  Junior  assistant  purser  and  phar¬ 
macist’s  mate.  (1)  A  rating  of  at  least 
hospitalman,  first-class  In  the  UJS.  Navy, 
n.S.  Coast  Guard,  U.S.  Marine  Corps,  or 
an  equivalent  rating  In  the  U.S.  Army 
(not  less  than  staff  sergeant.  Mescal 
Department,  UJ3.A.)  or  In  the  U5.  Air 


Force  (not  less  than  technical  sergeant. 
Medical  Department,  U.S.A.F.).  and  a 
period  of  service  of  at  least  1  month  In  a 
military  or  U.8.  Public  Health  Service 
hospital. 

(11)  Evidence  of  successful  completion 
of  a  course  of  training  for  the  rating  of 
pharmacist’s  mate,  a];H>roved  by  the 
Commandant,  will  be  acceptable  as 
qualifying  for  the  rating  of  pharmacist’s 
mate  to  be  endorsed  on  the  certificate  of 
registry  of  staff  officers  In  any  of  the 
purser  ratings. 

(7)  Professional  nurse.  A  valid  license 
as  a  registovd  nurse  issued  under  au¬ 
thority  of  a  State  or  territory  of  the 
United  States,  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico,  or  the  District  of  Columbia. 
•  •  •  •  • 

Dated:  May  26, 1967. 

P.  E.  Trimble, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Commandant. 

(Fit.  Doc.  67-6086;  FUed,  May  81,  1967; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Chapter  IV — Federal  Maritime 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  B — REGULATIONS  AFFECTING 
MARITIME  CARRIERS  AND  RELATED  ACTIVITIES 
[Oeneral  Order  15;  Arndt.  U] 

PART  533— FILING  OF  TARIFFS  BY 
TERMINAL  OPERATORS 

Exemption  of  Department  of  Defense 

On  October  29,  1965,  the  Department 
of  Defense  petitioned  that  they  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  requirements  of  General 
Order  15.  At  present  the  rules  do  not 
require  that  the  Federal  Government  file 
rates  covering  proprietary  cargoes.  The 
Department  of  Defense,  however,  has 
authority  to  handle  commercial  cargoes 
at  Government-owned  terminals  under 
certain  emergency  conditions,  and  for 
the  services  performed.  Is  required  to 
charge  rates  that  are  In  line  with  those 
of  commercial  terminals  In  the  area. 
The  office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Gen¬ 
eral  has  compiled  statistics  which  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  amount  of  commercial 
cargo  handled  at  Government-owned 
terminals  Is  negligible.  Because  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
to  handle  commercial  cargoes  Is  limited, 
and  because  this  authority  is  rarely  ex¬ 
ercised,  the  Commission  has  decided  to 
exclude  the  Department  of  Defense  from 
the  requirements  of  General  Order  15. 

’Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  and  sections  17,  21,  and  43 
of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (14  UjS.C.  816, 
820,  and  841a) ,  S  533.3,  Persons  who  must 
file,  of  Title  46  CFR,  Is  hereby  amended 
by  Inserting  after  ^e  first  two  words 
“Every  person”,  the  phrase  "other  than 
the  Department  of  Defense,  Including 
the  military  department  and  all  agencies 
of  the  Department  of  Defense.” 

As  amended,  S  533.3  reads  as  follows: 

§  533.3  Persons  who  must  file. 

Every  person  other  than  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense,  Including  the  military 


department  and  all  agencies  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  carrying  on  the 
business  of  furnishing  wharfage,  dock, 
warehouse,  or  other  terminal  facilities  as 
described  In  {  533.1,  Including,  but  not 
limited  to  terminals  owned  or  operated 
by  States  and  their  political  subdivisions; 
railroads  who  perform  port  terminal 
services  not  covered  by  their  line  haul 
rates:  common  carriers  who  perform 
port  terminal  services;  and  warehouse¬ 
men  who  operate  port  terminal  facilities, 
shall  file  in  duplicate  with  the  Bureau 
of  Domestic  Regulation,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  and  shall  keep  open 
to  public  Inspection  at  all  Its  places  of 
business  a  schedule  or  tariff  showing  all 
its  rates,  charges,  rules,  and  regulations 
relating  to  or  connected  with  the  receiv¬ 
ing,  handling,  storing,  and/or  delivering 
of  property  at  Its  terminal  facilities: 
Provided,  however.  That  rates  and 
charges  for  terminal  services  performed 
for  water  carriers  pursiiant  to  negotiated 
contracts,  and  for  storage  of  cargo  and 
services  incidental  tliereto  by  public 
warehousemen  pursuant  to  storage 
agreements  covered  by  issued  warehouse 
receipts  need  not  be  filed  for  purposes  of 
this  part. 

Notice,  public  procedure,  and  delayed 
effective  date  are  not  necessary  prerequi¬ 
sites  to  the  promulgation  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  since  the  amendment  merely  re¬ 
lieves  restriction  currently  Imposed  by 
the  rules  of  Part  533. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  67-6087;  Filed,  May  81,  1967; 

8:47  am.] 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

(Docket  No.  17252;  FCC  67-629] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Report  and  Order  Regarding  Sponsor¬ 
ship  Identification  Requirements 

1.  On  March  3,  1967,  the  Commission 
released  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
In  the  captioned  matter  (32  FH.  3836) 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
It  should  adopt  proposed  amendments  to 
S§  73.119,  73.289,  and  73.654  of  its  rules 
and  regulations  to  provide  a  blanket 
waiver  of  the  sponsorship  Identification 
requirements  of  section  317  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
with  respect  to  the  broadcast  of  “want- 
ad”  or  classified  advertisements  spon¬ 
sored  by  Individuals.  ’The  Notice  specifi¬ 
cally  stated  that  the  waiver  would  apply 
only  to  Individuals  and  not  to  business 
enterprises,  since  the  latter  were  not 
likely  to  be  subjected  to  harassment  from 
crank  telephone  callers.  ’The  Notice  also 
Indicated  that  licensees  who  wished  to 
take  advantage  of  the  waiver  would  have 
to  comply  with  certain  minimum  safe¬ 
guards  believed  necessary  to  protect  the 
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public,  namely:  (1)  That  they  maintain 
a  list  showing  the  name,  address,  and. 
where  available,  the  tel^hone  number  of 
each  advertiser  and  that  the  list  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  program  logs  for  each  day’s 
operation  and  (2)  that  they  midce  the 
lists  available  to  members  of  the  public 
who  have  a  legitimate  Interest  in  obtain¬ 
ing  the  information  contained  therein. 
Interested  parties  were  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
posed  amendments. 

2.  Comments  were  received  from  Bal¬ 
timore  Radio  Show,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
WFBR,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  the  Monoc- 
acy  Broadcasting  Co.,  licensee  of  WFMD 
and  WFMD-FM,  Frederick,  Md.  Both 
licensees  supported  the  Commission’s 
proposed  amendments  to  the  sponsorship 
identification  rules  and  requested  their 
prompt  adoption. 

3.  After  careful  consideration  of  all 
the  Information  before  us  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  we  believe,  for  the  reasons  stated 
in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making, 
that  the  public  Interest  would  be  served 
by  adopting  without  modification  the 
rule  amendments  as  proposed.  Authority 
for  the  adoption  of  the  amendments 
herein  is  contained  in  sections  4(1)  and 
317(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended. 

4.  Since  the  action  herein  grants  an 
exemption  to  licensee,  the  customary  30- 
day  waiting  period  specified  in  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  does 
not  apply.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered,  ’That,  effective  Jime  2, 1967,  Part 
73  at  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  ’That  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  17252  is  terminated. 

(SeoB.  4,  317, 48  Stat.,  1066,  1080,  as  amended; 
47  UA.C.  184,  817) 

Adopted:  May  24.  1967. 

Released:  May  26,  1967. 

Federal  Comkttnications 
Commission/ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

In  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  73  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1  Commissioner  Loevlnger  concurring  and 
issuing  a  statement  filed  as  part  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  document;  Commissioner  Wadsworth 
absent. 


1.  In  S  73.119.  paragraph  (h)  Is  redes¬ 
ignated  as  paragraph  (1)  and  a  new  par¬ 
agraph  (h)  is  added;  as  amended  S  73.- 
119  (h)  and  (1)  read  as  follows: 

§73.119  Sponsored  programs,  an¬ 
nouncement  of. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  ’The  announcements  required  by 
section  317(a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  are  waived  with 
respect  to  the  broadcast  of  “want  ad’’  or 
classified  advertisements  sponsored  by 
individuals.  The  waiver  granted  in  this 
paragraph  shall  not  extend  to  classified 
advertisements  or  want  ads  sponsored  by 
any  form  business  enterprise,  corpo¬ 
rate  or  otherwise.  Whenever  sponsor^p 
announcements  are  omitted  pursuant  to 
this  paragraph  the  following  conditions 
shall  be  observed: 

(1)  The  licensee  shall  maintain  a  list 
showing  the  name,  address,  and  (where 
available)  the  telephone  number  of  each 
advertiser  and  shall  attach  this  list  to  the 
program  log  for  each  day’s  operation; 
and 

(2)  Shall  make  this  list  available  to 
members  of  the  public  who  have  a  legiti¬ 
mate  interest  in  obtaining  the  informa¬ 
tion  contained  In  the  list. 

(1)  Commission  interpretations  in 
connection  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section  may  be  foimd  In  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Notice  entitled  “Applica¬ 
bility  of  Sponsorship  Identification 
Rules’’  (FCC  63-409;  28  FR.  4732,  May 
10,  1963)  and  such  supplements  thereto 
as  are  issued  from  time  to  time. 

(Sec.  317, 48  Stst.  1069,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
317) 

2.  In  S  73.289,  paragraph  (h)  is  re¬ 
designated  as  paragraph  (1)  and  a  new 
paragraph  (h)  Is  added;  as  amended 
§  73.289  (h)  and  (1)  read  as  follows: 

§  73.289  Sponsored  programs,  an¬ 
nouncement  of. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  ITie  annoimcements  required  by 
section  317(a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  are  waived  with 
respect  to  the  broadcast  of  “want  ad’’  or 
classified  advertisements  sponsored  by 
individuals.  ’ITie  waiver  granted  in  this 
paragraph  shall  not  extend  to  classified 
advertisements  or  want  ads  sponsored 
by  any  forms  of  business  enterprise,  cor¬ 
porate  or  otherwise.  Whenever  sponsor¬ 
ship  announcements  are  omitted  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  paragraph  the  following 
conditions  shall  be  observed : 


(1)  The  licensee  shall  maintain  a  list 
showing  the  name,  address,  and  (where 
available)  the  telephone  number  of  each 
advertiser  and  shall  attach  this  list  to  the 
program  log  for  each  day’s  operation; 
and 

(2)  Shall  make  this  list  available  to 
members  of  the  public  who  have  a  le¬ 
gitimate  interest  in  obtaining  the  In¬ 
formation  contained  in  the  list. 

(1)  Commission  interpretations  in 
connection  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section  may  be  found  in  the  Ccnnmis- 
sion’s  Public  Notice  entitled  “Applicabil¬ 
ity  of  i^x>nsorship  Identification  Rules’’ 
(FCC  63-409;  28  F.R.  4732,  May  10.  1963) 
and  such  supplements  thereto  as  are 
Issued  from  time  to  time. 

(Sec.  317,  48  Stat.  1080,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
317) 

3.  In  S  73.654,  paragraph  (1)  is  re¬ 
designated  as  paragraph  (j)  and  a  new 
paragraph  (i)  is  added;  as  amended  S  73.- 
654  (i)  and  (J)  read  as  follows: 

§  73.654  Sponsored  programs,  an¬ 
nouncement  of. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(1)  The  announcements  required  by 
section  317(a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  are  waived  with 
respect  to  the  broadcast  of  “want  ad’’ 
or  classified  advertisements  ^nsored 
by  individuals.  The  waiver  granted  In 
this  paragraph  shall  not  extend  to  clas¬ 
sified  advertisements  or  want  ads  spon¬ 
sored  by  any  form  of  business  enterprise, 
corporate  or  otherwise.  Whenever  spon¬ 
sorship  announcements  are  omitted  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  paragraph  the  following 
conditions  shall  be  observed: 

(1)  ’The  licensee  shall  maintain  a  list 
showing  the  name,  address,  and  (where 
available)  the  telephone  number  of  each 
advertiser  and  shall  attach  this  list  to 
the  program  log  for  each  day’s  opera¬ 
tion;  and 

(2)  Shall  make  this  list  available  to 
members  of  the  public  wdio  have  a  legiti¬ 
mate  Interest  In  obtaining  the  Informa¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  list. 

(J)  Commission  Interpretations  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  provisions  of  this  section 
may  be  found  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Notice  entitled  “Applicability  of  Spon¬ 
sorship  Identification  Rules’’  (FCC  63- 
409  ;  28  FR.  4732,  May  10, 1963)  and  such 
supplements  thereto  as  are  Issued  from 
time  to  time. 

(Sec.  317, 48  Stst.  1089,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
317) 

(PR.  Doc.  67-6073;  Piled,  May  31.  1967; 

8:46  ajn.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 
[  19  CFR  Part  101 

ARTICLES  CONDITIONALLY  FREE 

Visual  or  Auditory  Materials  of  An 

Educational,  Scientific,  or  Cultural 

Character 

Notice  Is  hereby  Riven  that  under  the 
authority  of  Reneral  headnote  11,  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States  (19  U.S.C. 
1202),  and  sections  484  and  624  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
1484,  1624) ,  It  Is  proposed  to  amepd  the 
Customs  Regulations  by  adding  a  new 
1 10.121. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  Is  to 
prescribe  procedures  In  connection  with 
the  entry  under  Item  870.30,  and  head- 
note  1,  part  6,  schedule  8,  Tariff  Sched¬ 
ules  of  the  IJnlted  States,  of  articles 
which  have  been  determined  by  a  Federal 
agency  designated  by  the  President  to  be 
visual  or  auditory  materials  of  an  educa¬ 
tional,  scientific,  or  cultural  character 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Agreement 
for  Facilitating  the  International  Circu¬ 
lation  of  Visual  and  Auditory  Materials 
of  an  Educational,  Scientific,  and  (Cul¬ 
tural  Character.  The  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  would  be  added  to  Part  10  of  Title 
19  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

The  proposed  addition  to  Part  10  Is  as 
follows: 

Visual  or  Auditory  Materials 

§  10.121  Visual  or  auditory  materials  of 
an  educational,  scientific,  or  cultural 
character. 

(a)  Where  phot^raphic  film  and 
other  articles  described  In  Item  870.30, 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States,  are 
claimed  to  be  free  of  duty  under  item 
870.30,  there  shall  be  filed  In  connection 
with  the  entry  covering  such  articles 
a  document  Issued  by  the  U.S.  Informa¬ 
tion  Agency  certifying  that  It  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  articles  are  visual  or  au¬ 
ditory  materials  of  an  educational, 
scientific,  or  cultural  character  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Agreement  for  Fa¬ 
cilitating  the  International  Circulation 
of  Visual  and  Auditory  Materials  of  an 
Educationsd,  Scientific,  and  Chiltural 
Character  as  required  by  headnote  1, 
part  6,  schedule  8,  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States. 

(b)  Articles  entered  under  item  870.30, 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  released  from  customs  ciutody 
prior  to  submission  of  the  document  re¬ 
quired  Ifi  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
only  upon  the  deposit  of  estimated  du¬ 
ties  with  the  district  director  of  customs. 
Liquidation  of  an  entry  covering  mer¬ 
chandise  which  has  been  released  under 


this  procedure  shsdl  be  suspended  for  a 
period  of  90  days  from  the  date  of  entry 
or  until  the  required  dociunent  Is  sub¬ 
mitted,  whichever  occurs  first.  In  the 
event  that  ttie  district  director  of  cus¬ 
toms  at  the  port  of  entry  does  not  re¬ 
ceive  Uie  required  document  within  the 
90-day  period,  the  merchandise  shall  be 
Immediately  classified  and  liquidated  In 
the  ordinary  course,  without  regard  to 
Item  870.30. 

Prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  proposed 
amendment,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  any  relevant  data,  views,  or  arguments 
which  are  submitted  In  writing  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  Washington. 
D.C.  20226,  and  received  not  later  than 
SO  days  after  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  In  the  Federal  Register.  No 
healing  will  be  held. 

[SEAL]  Lester  D.  Johnson, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  May  24, 1967. 

True  Davis, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

(FJl.  Doc.  67-6086:  Filed,  May  31,  1067; 

8:47  a.m.) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WaFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFR  Part  17] 

BREAD 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Comments 
on  Proposal  To  Amend  Standard  To 
Permit  Optional  Use  of  Alpha- 
Amylases 

In  the  matter  of  amending  the  stond- 
ard  of  Identity  for  bread  (21  CTli  17.1) 
to  provide  for  the  use  of  alpha-amylasee 
derived  from  Bacillus  subtilis  as  optional 
ingredients: 

The  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  In 
the  above-identified  matter  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  of  March  3,  1967 
(32  FJR.  3710),  provided  that  comments 
could  be.  filed  regarding  the  proposal 
within  60  days  following  Its  date  of  pub¬ 
lication. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  received  a  request  for  an  extension 
of  time  for  filing  comments  and,  good 
reason  therefor  appearing,  the  time  for 
filing  comments  in  this  matter  Is  ex¬ 
tended  to  June  5,  1967. 

This  action  Is  taken  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  .Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat. 
1046,  1055,  as  amended  70  Stat.  919,  72 
Stat.  948;  21  UJ3.C.  341,  371)  and  under 
the  authority  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 


sioner  by  the  Secretary  of  Health.  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  (21  cm  2.120). 

Dated:  May  23, 1967. 

J.K.Knuc, 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR.  Doc.  67-6072;  Filed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:46  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  1  ] 

(Docket  NO.  17477;  roC  67-634] 

AM,  FM,  AND  TV  BROADCASTING 
STATIONS 

Assignment  of  New  and  Modified  Call 
Signs 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
1  of  the  Commission’s  rules — Practice 
and  Procedure — with  respect  to  the  as¬ 
signment  of  new  and  modified  call  signs 
to  AM.  FM  and  TV  broadcasting  sta¬ 
tions;  Docket  No.  17477. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  matter. 
Specifically,  it  Is  proposed  that  S  1.550 
of  the  rules  be  enlarged  to  refiect  Com¬ 
mission  policy  and  case  law  applicable 
to  broadcast  call  sign  assignment  mat¬ 
ters  and.  In  addition,  to  resolve  several 
new  problems  In  this  area  which  have 
come  to  the  Commission’s  attention. 

2.  By  Report  and  Order  released  No¬ 
vember  16,  1964  (FCC  60-1052;  Docket 
No.  15363).  the  Commislson  adopted 
rules  ({  1.5M)  establishing  orderly  pro¬ 
cedures  to  govern  broadcast  call  sign 
proposals.  ’These  procedures  call  for  the 
notification  of  such  proposals  to  other 
stations  within  a  35-mlle  radius,  and 
their  retention  for  30  days  following  Is¬ 
suance  of  public  notice  to  allow  for  the 
filing  of  objections  thereto. 

3.  Although  1  1.550  has  served  Its  In¬ 
tended  purpose  by  bringing  many  poten¬ 
tial  phoneUc  conflicts  Into  the  open  be¬ 
fore  large  sums  of  money  are  spent  on 
call  letter  promotions.  It  Is  essentially  a 
procedural  rule  and,  as  such,  does  not 
reflect  a  considerable  body  of  Commis¬ 
sion  policy  and  precedent. 

4.  A  review  of  this  material  indicates 
that  the  following  policies  ^(mld  be  codi¬ 
fied:  The  Commission  recognizes  no 
proprietary  Interest  In  call  signs  beyond 
their  essentiality  for  purposes  of  station 
identification.  Their  assignment  Is  an 
administrative  act  not  subject  to  hearing 
or  other  rights  generaUy  applicable  to 
construction  permits,  station  licenses, 
and  applications  therefor.  Character 
“K”  call  signs  are  no  longer  assignable 
east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  nor  “W" 
call  signs  west  of  the  Mississippi.  Only 
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(f)  Only  four-letter  call  signs  (plus 
FM  and  TV  suffixes,  If  used)  will  be 
assigned. 

(g)  Subject  to  the  foregoing  limita¬ 
tions  and  provided  the  call  sign  Is  other¬ 
wise  available  for  assignment,  licensees 
and  permittees  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
call  signs  of  their  choice  If  the  requested 
combination  Is  In  good  taste  and  Is  suf¬ 
ficiently  dissimilar  phonetically  and 
rhythmically  from  the  existing  call  signs 
of  stations  in  the  same  service  area  so 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  likeli¬ 
hood  of  public  confusion. 

(h)  C)all  signs  are  normally  assigned 
on  a  “first-come-first-served”  basis,  in 
accordance  with  which  the  receipt  by 
the  Commission  of  a  request  for  an  avail¬ 
able  call  sign  will  block  the  acceptance 
of  competing  requests  until  the  first- 
received  request  is  processed  to  comple¬ 
tion:  Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  call 
signs  being  relinquished  or  deleted,  the 
Commission  will  announce  the  availa¬ 
bility  thereof  by  public  notice.  If  com¬ 
peting  requests  therefor  are  filed  within 
15  days,  the  assignment  will  be  made 
to  the  station  having  the  longest  con¬ 
tinuous  record  of  operation  under  sub¬ 
stantially  unchanged  ownership  and 
control.  However,  involuntary  and  pro 
forma  assignmente  and  transfers  will  not 
be  taken  into  account  in  determining 
priority  under  this  paragraph. 

(I)  Stations  in  different  services  under 
common  control  and  assigned  to  the 
same  or  adjoining  conununlties  may  re¬ 
quest  that  their  call  signs  be  conformed 
by  the  assignment  of  the  same  basic 
call  sign.  For  the  purposes  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  50  percent  or  greater  commcm 
ownership  shall  constitute  a  prima  facie 
showing  of  common  control. 

(J)  The  procedural  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  not  apply  to  international 
broadcasting  statioiu,  to  stations  in  the 
experimental,  auxiliary,  and  special 
broadcasting  services,  nor  to  FM  or  tele¬ 
vision  broadcasting  statl(m8  seeking  to 
modify  an  existing  call  sign  only  to  the 
extent  of  adding  or  deleting  an  “FM”  or 
“TV”  suffix. 

(k)  Failure  by  the  permittee  of  a  new 
station  to  request  the  assignment  of  a 
specific  call  sign  and  to  complete  the 
surtion  required  by  this  section  will  result 
in  the  assignment  of  identification  by 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion. 

(PH.  Doc.  67-6078;  Piled,  May  SI,  1967; 

8:46  ajn.] 
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four-letter  call  signs  (or  six-letter  call 
signs  where  FM  or  TV  suffixes  are  used) 
may  be  assigned.  Subject  to  these  limita¬ 
tions  and  provided  the  call  sign  is  other¬ 
wise  available  for  assignment,  stations 
may  request  call  signs  of  their  choice  if 
the  requested  call  is  in  good  tsiste  smd  is 
sufficient  dissimilar  phonetically  and 
rhythmically  from  the  existing  call  signs 
of  broadcasting  stations  in  the  same 
service  area  so  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  likelihood  of  public  confusion. 
The  same  basic  call  signs  may  be  assigned 
to  commonly  controlled  stations  assigned 
to  the  same  or  adjoining  communities 
and  serving  substantially  the  same  areas 
and  populations.  Finally,  under  a  long- 
establlted  “first-c  o  m  e-first-s  e  r  v  e  d” 
principle,  the  receipt  of  a  request  for  an 
available  call  sign  automatically  blocks 
the  acceptance  of  competing  requests 
until  the  first  request  is  processed  to 
completion. 

5.  In  addition,  other  matters  have 
come  to  our  attention  which  appear  to 
require  resolution  by  rule  making.  Per¬ 
haps  the  most  serious  of  these  is  the 
problem  of  buying  and  selling  of  call 
signs  which  are  in  the  process  of  relin¬ 
quishment  or  deletion.  Such  “trsifficklng” 
has  been  possible  imder  eur  present 
“first-come-first-served”  policy  because 
the  licensee  relinquishing  the  call  sign 
and  the  party  wishing  to  euxiulre  it  can, 
by  prearrangement,  assure  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  buyer  files  his  request  first,  thus 
precluding  other  interested  parties.  We 
do  not  believe  such  practices  to  be  in  the 
public  interest,  and  feel  that  some  form 
of  regulation  ^ould  be  undertaken.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  do  not  wish  to  create 
a  situation  in  which  proprietary  inter¬ 
ests,  heretofore  xmrecognized,  could  be 
invoked  as  a  basis  for  hearings  to  resolve 
multiple  requests  for  the  same  call  sign. 
Accordingly,  while  we  are  inclined  to  ad¬ 
here  to  the  “first-come-first-served” 
principle  generally,  we  propose  to  discard 
it  with  respect  to  relinquished  or  deleted 
call  signs.  In  such  cases,  we  propose  to 
apply  the  public  notice  procediu*e,  re¬ 
solving  competing  call  sl^  requests  on 
the  basis  of  wplicants’  length  of  service 
to  the  public — see  paragraph  (h)  of  the 
proposed  rule. 

6.  Another  problem  is  the  present  lack 
of  definitive  criteria  for  determining 
“common  control”  for  the  purpoee  of 
establlsiilng  eligibility  for  the  same  basic 
call  sign  where  AM.  FM,  and/or  TV 
stations  are  assigned  to  the  same  or 
adjoining  communities.  Our  experience 
with  this  matter  suggests  that  applicants 
seeking  to  so  coxiform  their  signs 
should  be  required  either  to  show  at  least 
50  percent  common  ownership  of  the 
stations  inv(dved  or  a  de  facto  common 
control  situation  warranting  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  the  same  basic  call  sign.  Our 
proposal  would  therefore  provide  that 
50  percent  conunon  ownership  consti¬ 
tute  a  piima  facie  showing  of  common 
control — see  paragraph  (1)  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule — a  contrary  presumption  to 
obtain  when  the  element  of  common 
ownership  is  below  50  percent. 

7.  Finally,  a  related  question  has 
arisen  as  to  the  public  purpose  (if  any) 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

served  by  putting  requests  for  conformed 
call  signs  through  the  notice  procedure. 
Our  experience  to  date  indicates  that  the 
stations  sought  to  be  conformed,  partic¬ 
ularly  AM/FM  combinations,  can  seldom 
demonstrate  substantial  equivalency  of 
service  contours.  This  is  particularly  true 
with  respect  to  nighttime  operation, 
when  many  standard  broadcast  stations 
operate  directionally  and  are  subject  to 
widely  varying  RSS  limits.  Thus,  the  act 
of  conforming  calls  could,  and  on  occa¬ 
sion  has,  resulted  in  the  receipt  of  valid 
phonetic  objections  from  other  stations 
hitherto  imaggrieved.  At  the  same  time, 
if  a  change  consists  only  of  the  addition 
or  deletion  of  an  “PM”  or  “TV”  suffix 
(there  being  no  change  in  the  basic  call 
sign,  station  class,  or  coverage)  it  is 
obvious  that  the  change  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  by  way  of  a  simple  letter  request 
accompanied  by  the  necessary  filing  fee, 
and  that  this  would  be  true  irresiiective 
of  whether  or  not  call  signs  are  being 
conformed.  We  therefore  propose  to 
clarify  our  requirements  in  this  regard — 
see  paragraph  (J)  of  the  proposed  rule. 

8.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  comments 
are  invited  on  the  proposed  amendments 
set  forth  below. 

9.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
proposed  amendments  is  contained  in 
sections  4(1),  303  (o),  and  303  (r)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

10.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  S  1.415  of  the  Commission’s 
rules.  Interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  July  3, 1967,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  July  13,  1967.  All 
relevant  and  timely  comments  and  reply 
comments  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  before  final  action  is  taken 
in  this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its  deci¬ 
sion,  the  Commission  may  also  take  into 
account  other  relevant  information  be¬ 
fore  it,  in  addlticm  to  the  specific  com¬ 
ments  invited  by  this  notice. 

11.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  i  1.419  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  comments,  replies,  pleadings, 
briefs,  and  other  documents  ^all  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  May  24, 1967. 

Released:  May  26, 1967. 

Fedbral  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

In  S  1.550,  delete  paragraphs  (e)  and 
(f),  and  substitute  therefor  new  para¬ 
graphs  (e).  (f),  (g),  (h),  (1),  (J),  and 
(k): 

§  1.550  Requests  for  new  or  nM>dified 
call  sign  assignments. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Except  for  good  cause  shown,  call 
signs  beginning  with  the  letter  K  wdll  not 
be  assigned  to  stations  located  east  of 
the  Mississippi  River,  nor  wiU  call  signs 
beginning  with  the  letter  W  be  assigned 
to  stations  located  west  of  the  Mississippi 
River. 


*  Commissioners  Bartley  and  Wadsworth 
absent. 


[  47  CFR  Part  73  1 

[Docket  No.  17476;  PCC  67-630] 

TELEVISION  BROADCASTING 
STATIONS 

Table  of  Assignments;  Hastings  and 
Merriman,  Nebr. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Table 
of  Assignments.  8  73.606(b)  ot  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations,  (Hast¬ 
ings  and  Merriman,  Nebr.) ;  Docket  No. 
17475,  RM-1096. 

1.  On  January  19,  1967,  the  Nebraska 
Educational  Television  Commission 
(NETC)  filed  a  petition  requesting  that 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  32,  NO.  105 — ^THURSDAY,  JUNE  1,  1967 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


7919 


the  Commission  assign  Channel  12  to 
Merriman.  Nebr^  and  Channel  29  to 
Hastings,  Nebr.,  and  that  both  channels 
be  reserved  for  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  use.  The  National  Association  of 
Educational  Broadcasters  supported  the 
petition.  No  oppositions  were  filed. 

2.  NETC  Is  the  Instrumentality  of  the 
State  of  Nebraska  charged  with  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  Inaugurating  and  operat¬ 
ing  a  statewide  educational  television 
network.  Since  its  creation,  It  has  acti¬ 
vated  educational  television  stations  at 
Lexington,  Omaha,  North  Platte,  and  Al¬ 
liance  and  has  filed  applications  for 
Channel  7  at  Bassett  and  16  at  Norfolk. 
Educational  television  is  now  entering  a 
final  major  phase  in  Nebraska.  The  chan¬ 
nels  activated  or  applied  for,  together 
with  the  channels  already  reserved,  will 
provide  educational  television  service  to 
the  major  population  concentrations  of 
the  State.  However,  areas  of  inadequate 
signal,  or  a  lack  of  smy  service,  still  exist 
in  seveial  portions  of  the  State,  Including 
its  south-central  section  near  Hastings 
and  its  far  northwestern  section  aroxmd 
Merriman.  NETC,  therefore,  filed  this  pe¬ 
tition  for  the  assignment  of  additional 
channels  which  would  enable  It  to  pro¬ 
vide  educational  television  service  to  all 
of  the  State’s  population. 

3.  Channel  12  can  be  allocated  to 
northwest  Nebraska  in  the  vicinity  of 
Merriman  in  a  roughly  rectangular  area 
between  North  Platte,  Nebr.,  and  the 
southwestern  portion  of  South  Dakota. 
The  only  city  of  any  size  in  the  area  is 
North  Platte,  with  a  1960  population  of 
approximately  17,000.  Channels  2  and  *9 
are  assigned  to  North  Platte.  Therefore, 
Channel  12  can  be  dropped  in  at  Merri- 
tnan  without  depriving  any  other  com¬ 
munity  of  a  needed  assignment. 

4.  We  have  examined  the  assignment 
possibilities  at  Hastings  and  find  that 
Channel  29  is  the  most  efficient  assign¬ 
ment  for  that  community.  The  supply  of 
available,  but  unassigned,  UHF  channels 
is  considered  to  be 'adequate  to  meet  ex¬ 
pected  demands  in  this  area. 

5.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  sections  4(1),  303, 
and  307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  it  is  propoeed  to 
amend  the  Table  of  Asslgmments  in 
{ 73.606(b)  of  the  Conunission  rules  by 
assigning  C!hannel  *12  to  Merriman, 
Nebr.,  and  CTiannel  *29  to  Hastings, 
Nebr. 

6.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  S  1.415  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  July  3,  1967,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  July  13, 
1967.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this 
proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  In  be¬ 
half  of  such  parties  must  be  made  In 
written  comments,  reply  comments,  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

7.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  S  1.419  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments,  replies. 


pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  dociunents 
shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  May  24, 1967. 

Released:  May  26. 1967. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,^ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FA.  Doc.  67-6079;  Piled,  Maf  31.  1967; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[  47  CFR  Part  73  1 

[Docket  No.  17476;  FCC  67-6311 

TELEVISION  BROADCASTING 
STATIONS 

Table  of  Assignments;  Wenatchee, 
Wash. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  S  73,- 
606,  Table  of  Television  Assignments 
(Wenatchee,  Wash.) ;  Docket  No.  17476, 
RM-1009. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  It  for 
consideration  a  petition  for  rule  making 
(RM-1009)  filed  July  25,  1966,  and  a 
Supplement  filed  May  2,  1967,  by  the 
Columbia  Empire  Broadcasting  Corp. 
(Columbia),  licensee  of  UHF  television 
broadcast  stations  KNDO,  Yakima, 
Wash.,  and  KNDU,  Richland-Pasco- 
Kennewlck,  Wash.,  requesting  the  as¬ 
signment  of  Channel  27  to  Wenatchee, 
Wash. 

2.  Wenatchee  is  located  in  the  approx¬ 
imate  geographical  center  of  Washing¬ 
ton  State.  The  1960  U.S.  Census  gives 
the  population  of  Wenatchee  as  16,726 
and  that  of  Chelan  County  In  which  it 
Is  located,  as  40,744.  The  nearest  operat¬ 
ing  TV  stations  are  KNDO.  Channel  23 : 
KIMA-TV,  Channel  29;  and,  educational 
TV  Station  KYVE-TV,  Channel  47,  all 
at  Yakima,  Wash.,  approximately  55 
miles  from  Wenatchee.  Direct  reception 
of  these  and  other  more  distant  TV  sta¬ 
tions  Is  imsatisfactory  and  In  most  cases. 
Impossible.  Consolidated  TV  Cable  Co. 
operates  a  CATV  system  In  Wenatchee 
with  1,450  subscribers  out  of  an  esti¬ 
mated  potential  of  4,000.  Programs  of 
KREM-TV,  Channel  2;  KXLY-TV, 
Channel  4;  and  KHQ-TV,  Channel  6;  all 
of  Spokane,  Wash.,  as  well  as  KING-TV, 
Channel  5  and  educational  TV  Station 
KCTS-TV,  Channel  9,  Seattle.  Wash., 
are  carried  on  the  cable  system.  The  sig¬ 
nals  are  delivered  to  the  CATV  by  micro- 
wave  relay.  VHF  translators  are  operat¬ 
ing  In  several  small  communities  in 
Chelan  County. 

3.  Wenatchee  Is  currently  assigned 
Channel  18  which  Is  reserved  for  educa¬ 
tional  use.  The  petitioner  states  that  If 
the  requested  additional  commercial 
channel  is  assigned.  It  will  promptly 
apply  for  authority  to  construct  and  op¬ 
erate  a  new  UHF  television  broadcast 
station  In  Wenatchee.  The  proposed  sta¬ 
tion  would  be  operated  Initially  as  a 
satellite  of  KNDO.  Channel  23,  Yakima, 
Wash.,  but  sufficient  studio  facilities  to 


>  Commlsaloner  Wadsworth  absent. 


permit  station  identification,  as  well  as 
the  origination  of  slides  and  films,  will  be 
Installed  at  Wenatchee,  and  local  live 
programing  is  contemplated  eventually. 
Statistics  concerning  the  number  of 
households  and  yearly  retail  sales  In  the 
area  which  would  be  served  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  station,  are  cited  to  support  the 
claim  that  Wenatchee  is  a  center  of  cul¬ 
tural  and  economic  activity  and  would 
provide  a  reasonable  economic  base  for 
a  successful  operation. 

4.  There  would  be  overlap  of  the  the¬ 
oretical  Grade  B  contours  of  Station 
KNDO,  Channel  23,  Yakima,  and  the 
contemplated  station  In  Wenatchee.  The 
petitioner  acknowledges  this  but  claims 
that  a  spur  of  the  Cascade  Mountains 
extending  to  the  east  would  serve  as  a 
shield  and  probably  prevent  actual  over¬ 
lap.  However,  the  shielding  effects  of 
terrain  in  individual  cases  are  unpredict¬ 
able  and  cannot  be  related  in  any  fashion 
to  the  statistical  field  strength  curves 
used  for  administrative  purposes.  In  any 
case,  the  question  of  overlap  does  not 
arise  until  the  Commission  has  before  It 
a  specific  application  for  authority  to 
construct  and  operate  a  TV  station.  Any 
channel  assigned  to  Wenatchee  is  avail¬ 
able  to  other  applicants  as  well  as  the 
petitioner.  With  regard  to  any  applica¬ 
tion  which  petitioner  might  file.  It  Is  ob¬ 
served  that  Note  4  of  S  73.636  provides 
that  the  duopoly  rules  do  not  apply  as 
such  to  television  satellite  operations,  but 
that  such  operations  will  be  considered 
on  a  case  by  case  basis  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  such  overlap  exists  with  a 
commonly  owned,  operated,  or  controlled 
station  as  to  be  against  the  public  in¬ 
terest. 

5.  Wenatchee  is  in  an  area  where  there 
appears  to  be  no  shortage  of  UHF  tele¬ 
vision  channels.  The  electronic  com¬ 
puter  has  been  used  to  examine  potential 
assignments  at  Wenatchee  and  Channel 
27  is  foimd  to  be  the  most  efficient  as¬ 
signment  consistent  with  the  criteria 
used  to  develop  the  overall  UHF  assign¬ 
ment  plan. 

6.  In  the  light  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  In 
sections  4(1),  303,  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  It  Is  proposed  to  amend  the 
Table  of  Assignments  in  I  73.606(b)  of 
the  Commission  rules  by  assigning  Chan¬ 
nel  27  to  Wenatchee,  Wash.  Under  the 
terms  of  the  United  States-Canada  Tele¬ 
vision  Agreement.  Canadian  concurrence 
will  be  sought. 

7.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  In  i  1.415  of  the  Commission  rules. 
Interested  parties  may  file  comments  on 
or  before  July  3.  1967,  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  July  13. 1967.  All  such 
submissions  by  parties  of  this  proceeding 
or  by  persons  acting  In  behalf  of  such 
parties  must  be  made  In  written  com¬ 
ments,  reply  comments,  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  pleadings. 

8.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  S  1-419  of  the  rules,  an  original  and 
14  copies  of  all  written  comments,  re- 


No.  105—4 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  32,  NO.  105— THURSDAY,  JUNE  1,  1467 


7920 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


plies,  pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Adopted:  May  24, 1967. 

Released:  May  26, 1967. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,^ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  67-6080;  Filed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:47  am.] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[18  CFR  Ports  154,  260  1 

[Docket  No.  R-311] 

NATURAL  GAS  COMPANIES 

Annual  Reports  of  Natural  Gas  Pur¬ 
chases;  Notice  of  Conference 

Mat  23.  1967. 

The  comments  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  in  Docket  No.  R-311. 
issued  November  29, 1966  (31  FR.  15325) , 

1  Oommlaalimer  Wadsworth  absent. 


have  been  reviewed  by  the  Commission’s 
staff.  As  a  result  of  such  review,  and  to 
facilitate  further  discussion,  the  staff 
has  prepared  a  revised  proposed  form* 
for  reporting  the  gas  purchase  data,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  Instructions  accompany¬ 
ing  the  form.  Attached  hereto  for  further 
consideration  is  a  copy  of  the  revised 
staff  proposal,  including  sample  copies 
of  the  form. 

A  conference  of  staff  and  interested 
parties  will  be  held  in  this  proceeding  on 
June  19  and  20,  1967,  at  9:30  am.  in  a 
hearing  room  at  the  Commission’s  o£Bces 
located  at  441  Q  Street  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  The  conference  will  be  on  the 
record.  Inquiries  regarding  the  substance 
of  this  proposal  should  be  directed  to 
Mr.  Joseph  J.  Curry,  Chief,  Analysis  and 
Procedures  Division  (386-3405)  or  Mr. 
Richard  V.  Mattingly,  Jr..  Staff  Counsel 
(386-3633).  Any  questions  relating  to 
the  matter  of  automatic  data  processing 
should  be  directed  to  Mr.  Richard  E. 
Kear,  Chief,  Computer  Systems  Staff 
(386-3260). 

’The  tentative  agenda  for  this  confer¬ 
ence  is  as  follows: 


•Form  filed  as  part  of  m-lglnal  document. 


l.  What  Information  relating  to  gas 
purchases  should  be  collected  by  the 
Commission? 

A.  Do  the  proposed  form  and  instruc¬ 
tions  seek  all  the  needed  data? 

B.  Do  they  seek  unnecessary  infor¬ 
mation? 

C.  How  can  they  be  Improved? 

n.  To  what  extent  should  the  neces¬ 
sary  data  be  reported  by  purchasers, 
and  to  what  extent  by  sellers? 

A.  Do  purchasers  have  all  necessary 
information? 

B.  Can  purchasers  obtain  lacking  in¬ 
formation  from  sellers? 

C.  How  should  purchasers  or  sellers 
verify  each  others’  data? 

m.  The  mechanics  of  reporting,  in¬ 
cluding  discussion  of  ADP  techniques. 

IV.  Any  other  questions  relating  to 
this  proceeding. 

Interested  persons  planning  to  attend 
the  conference  should  advise  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  Office  no  later  than  June  12,  1967, 
so  that  adequate  accommodations  may 
be  provided. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  67-6055;  Filed,  May  31,  1967; 

8:45  a.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[473.334] 

WOOL  SHORN  FROM  WASHED 
SHEEPSKINS 

Tariff  Classification 

The  Bureau  published  on  November  11, 
1966  (31  PJl.  14525),  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  tarifiF  classification  of  shearing 
flock  from  washed  sheepskins,  indicating 
that  there  was  under  review  an  estab¬ 
lished  practice  whereby  such  merchan¬ 
dise  was  classified  under  the  provision 
for  Waste  of  wool  or  hair  •  *  •  Other, 
in  Item  307.18,  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States,  dutiable  at  the  rate  of 
9  cents  per  pound. 

In  a  letter  dated  May  25,  1967,  to  the 
Fibers  Administrator,  the  Bxireau  held 
that  such  wool  is  raw  wool  and  classifi¬ 
able  as  such  ac(x>rding  to  grade,  imder 
the  provision  for  Wool  •  •  •  in  Item 
306.00,  306.11,  306.21,  or  306.31,  depend¬ 
ing  on  fiber  diameter. 

As  this  ruling  will  result  in  the  assess¬ 
ment  of  duties  at  a  rate  higher  than  that 
previously  assessed  on  such  wool,  the 
higher  rate  will  be  applied  only  to  such 
merchandise  entered,  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  after  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  90  days  after  the  date  of  the 
publication  of  the  abstract  of  the  Bureau 
letter  to  the  Fibers  Administrator  in  the 
weekly  Customs  Bulletin. 

[seal]  Lester  D.  Johnson, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  May  23,  1967, 

True  Davis, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

(Fit  Doo.  67-6064;  Filed.  May  31.  1067; 

8:47  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[Montana  1703] 

MONTANA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 
and  Reservation  of  Lands 

May  23,  1967. 

The  Department  of  Commerce,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  has 
filed  application,  Montana  1793,  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  lands  describe  below, 
from  location  and  entry  under  the  min¬ 
ing  laws,  subject  to  existing  valid  claims. 

The  applicant  desires  the  land  for  pro¬ 
posed  highway  construction.  It  is  esti¬ 
mated  the  period  of  withdrawal  will  not 
exceed  4  years. 


For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persona 
who  wish  to  submit  conunents,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  316 
North  26th  Street,  Billings,  Mont.  59101. 

The  Department’s  regulations  (43  CFR 
2311.1-3(c) )  provide  that  the  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  will  undertake  such  investigations 
as  are  necessary  to  determine  the  exist¬ 
ing  and  potential  demand  for  the  lands 
and  their  resources.  He  will  also  under¬ 
take  negotiations  with  the  applicant 
agency  with  the  view  of  adjusting  the 
application  to  reduce  the  area  to  the 
minimum  essential  to  meet  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the  maximiun 
concurrent  utilization  of  the  lands  for 
purposes  other  than  the  applicant’s,  to 
eliminate  lands  needed  for  purposes  more 
essential  than  the  applicant’s,  and  to 
reach  agreement  on  the  concurrent  man¬ 
agement  of  the  lands  and  their  resources. 

’The  authorized  officer  will  also  prepare 
a  report  for  consideration  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  who  will  determine 
whether  or  not  the  lands  will  be  with¬ 
drawn  as  requested  by  the  t^plicant 
agency. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary 
on  the  application  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  Interested  party  of 
record. 

If  circumstances  warrant,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  (xmvenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Principal  Meridian,  Montana 

T.  6  N..  R.  6  W., 

Sec.  3.  Lota  4.  7, 8.  SW^NW^; 

Sec.  lO.EV^SW^: 

Sec.  16,  Lote  2  and  3,  NW14NW^.  and 
SEV^SW^: 

Sec.  31.  Lot  4.  NE^NE^,  WV4NE%,  8W^ 
SE^NE%,  NV4SE^NE[4,  and  NE^ 
8W%: 

Sec.  22,NW^NW^. 

T  2  8  R  9 

Seci  lciE^NE^  andNE^SE^. 

T.  3  8..  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  12.SW^SW%: 

Sec.  1S,NWV4NW^;- 

Sec.  14,  EV4EV4: 

Sec.  26.  NW%  and  NWV4SWVi. 

T.  6  a,  R.  8  W.. 

Sec.  3,  SE14NW^  and  NE^SW14. 

’Die  areas  described  aggregate  1,273.47 
acres. 

Eugene  H.  Newell, 
Land  Office  Manager. 

[PJl.  Doc.  67-6063;  Filed,  May  31,  1067; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[New  Mexico  2074] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands;  Correction 
May  23, 1967. 

F.R.  Doc.  No.  67-5257  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  Thursday, 
May  11,  1967,  at  pages  7135-6  is  hereby 
corrected  as  follows: 

’The  land  description  in  T.  9  N.,  R.  5 
E.,  Sec.  3  is  corrected  to  read  “E^  of  lot 
1  and  Ey2SEy4NEV4.”  The  land  descrip¬ 
tion  in  T.  10  N.,  R.  5  E.,  Sec.  26  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  “lots  5,  6,  11,  12,  13,  and 
14.” 

At  10  am.  on  May  31,  1967,  the  land 
described  as  “E^  of  lot  4  sec.  3,  T.  9  N., 
R.  5  E.”  will  be  relieved  of  the  segregative 
effect  of  the  above-described  notice  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  regulations  in  43  CFR  Part 
2311. 

Harold  A.  Berends, 
Acting  Chief.  Division  of  Lands 
and  Minerals.  Program  Man¬ 
agement  and  Land  Office. 

[FJt.  Doc.  67-6064;  FUed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:45  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 
NBS  RADIO  STATIONS 

Notice  of  Standard  Frequency  and 
Time  Broadcasts 

In  accordance  with  National  Bureau 
of  Standards  policy  of  giving  monthly 
notices  regarding  changes  of  phases  in 
seconds  pulses,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  there  will  be  no  change  in  the  phase 
of  seconds  pulses  emitted  from  radio 
station  WWVB,  Fort  CoUlns,  Colo.,  on 
July  1,  1967.  The  carrier  frequency  of 
WWVB  is  60  kHz  and  is  broadcast  with¬ 
out  offset.  These  emissions  are  made 
following  the  stepped  atomic  time  (SAT) 
system  as  coordinated  by  the  Bureau 
International  de  ^eure  (BIH). 

Notice  is  also  hereby  given  that  there 
will  be  no  change  in  the  phase  of  time 
pulses  emitted  from  radio  stations  WWV, 
Fort  Collins,  Colo.,  and  WwVH,  Maui, 
Hawaii,  on  July  1,  1967.  These  pulses 
at  present  occur  at  intervals  which  are 
longer  than  one  second  by  300  parts 
in  10'*.  This  is  due  to  the  offset  main¬ 
tained  in  the  carrier  frequencies  of  these 
stations,  following  the  universal  time 
(UTC)  system  as  coordinated  by  the 
BIH. 

A.  V.  Astin, 

'  Director. 

[FJl.  Doc.  67-6051:  Filed,  May  31,  1967; 

8:45  a.in.] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

SUGARCANE  IN  FLORIDA  AND 
LOUISIANA 

Notice  of  Hearings  on  Wages  and 

Prices  and  Designation  of  Presid¬ 
ing  Officers 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
sections  301(c)(1)  and  301(c)(2)  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (61  Stat. 
929;  7  U,S.C.  1131).  and  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
apyplicable  to  wage  and  price  proceedings 
(7  CFR  802.1  et  seq.),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  public  hearings  will  be  held 
as  follows: 

At  Belle  Glade,  Fla.,  on  June  20,  1967, 
in  the  Holiday  Inn,  beginniiig  at 
9:30  ajn.; 

At  Houma,  La.,  on  Jime  23,  1967,  in 
the  Municipal  Audltorimn,  880  Verret 
Street,  beginning  at  9 :30  a jn. 

The  purpose  of  these  hearings  is  to 
receive  evidence  likely  to  be  of  assistance 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  de¬ 
termining  (1)  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  301(c)(1)  of  the  act, 
whether  the  wage  rates  established  for 
Florida  sugarcane  fieldworkers  in  the 
wage  determination  which  became  effec¬ 
tive  November  14,  1966  (31  F.R.  13937), 
and  for  Louisiana  sugarcane  fieldworkers 
in  the  wage  determination  which  became 
effective  October  10. 1966  (31  FJl.  12771), 
continue  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  under 
existing  circumstances,  or  whether  such 
determination (s)  should  be  amended; 
and  (2)  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  301(c)(2)  of  the  act,  fair  and 
reasonable  prices  for  the  1967  crops  of 
sugarcane  in  Florida  and  Louisiana,  un¬ 
der  either  purchase  or  toll  agreements, 
by  producers  who  process  sugarcane 
grown  by  other  producers  and  who  apply 
for  payment  under  the  act. 

Ah  written  submissions  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  notice  will  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection  at  such  times  and 
places  and  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

In  the  interest  of  obtaining  the  best 
possible  information,  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  requested  to  iq>pear  at  the  hear¬ 
ings  to  express  their  views  and  present 
appn^riate  data  in  regard  to  wages  and 
prices. 

While  testimony  on  all  pertinent 
points  is  desired,  it  is  especially  requested 
that  witnesses  be  pr^ared  to  offer  infor¬ 
mation  and  recommendations  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  matters  regarding  fair  wages  for 
fieldworkers  and  prices  for  sugarcane: 

I.  Florida — (a)  Wages.  The  need  for 
other  worker  classifications  such  as 
workers  employed  in  mechanical  har¬ 
vesting  (Hierations. 

n.  Louisiana — (a)  Wages.  Changes  in 
worker  classifications  and  wage  rate 
differentials. 


(b)  Prices.  Periods  to  be  used  to  de¬ 
termine  the  season’s  average  prices  of 
raw  sugar  and  blackstrap  molasses. 

The  hearings,  after  being  called  to 
order  at  the  times  and  places  mentioned 
herein,  may  be  continued  from  day  to 
day  within  the  discretion  of  the  presiding 
officers  and  may  be  adjourned  to  a  later 
day  or  to  a  different  place  without  notice 
other  than  the  annoimcement  thereof  at 
the  hearings  by  the  presiding  officer. 

T.  O.  Murphy.  A.  A.  Greenwood.  D.  E. 
McGarry,  C.  F.  Denny,  and  R.  R.  Stans¬ 


berry,  are  hereby  designated  as  presiding 
officers  to  conduct  either  Jointly  or  sev¬ 
erally  the  foregoing  hearings. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  24, 
1967. 


E.  A.  Jaznke, 

Anting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 


[F.R.  Doc.  67-6088;  FUed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration 
PIKE  COUNTY  LIVESTOCK  EXCHANGE  ETAL. 

Notice  of  Change  in  Names  of  Posted  Stockyards 

It  has  been  ascertained,  and  notice  is  hereby  given,  that  the  names  of  the  live¬ 
stock  maiicets  referred  to  herein,  which  were  posted  on  the  respective  dates  specified 
below  as  being  subject  to  ttie  provisions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921, 
as  amended  (7  UB.C.  181  et  seq.) .  have  been  changed  as  indicated  below. 


Original  name  of  stockyard,  location,  and 
date  of  posting 

Axkansas 


Current  name  of  stockyard  and 
date  of  change  in  name 


Pike  Co\mty  Livestock  Exchange,  Olenwood,  Sep-  Olenwood  Commission  Company,  March 
tember  24, 1965.  27. 1967. 

Colorado 


Sallda-Monte  Vista  Livestock  Commission  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Monte  Vista,  February  23,  1966. 

Oborgia 

Balnbrldge  Auction  Market,  Inc.,  Balnbrldge, 

May  13,  1959. 

Idaho 

Gooding  Livestock  (Commission  Company,  Good¬ 
ing,  March  28, 1950. 

Iowa 

The  Sales  Company  of  Hawarden,  Inc.,  Hawarden,  The  Sales  Company  of  Hawarden,  Feb- 


Monte  Vista  Livestock  Commission  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  March  25, 1967. 

Balnbrldge  Auction  Market,  January  6, 
1967. 

Gooding  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Inc., 
March  30, 1967. 


January  7. 1957. 


Louisiana 


ruary  20, 1967. 


Vernon  Livestock  Cooperative,  Inc.,  LeesvlUe,  Vernon  Livestock  Commission  Market. 
March  20, 1967.  March  23, 1967. 

Minnesota 

Luverne  Livestock  Association.  Luveme,  Sep-  Luveme  Livestock  Auction,  April  1, 
tember  23,  1959.  1967. 

Mississippi 

Alcorn  County  Stockyards,  Corinth,  February  10,  North  Mississippi  Livestock  Cooperative 
1959.  (AAL.),  March  22,  1967. 

Missouri 

Park  Valley  Horse  Farm,  Kansas  City,  December  11,  Kansas  City  Horse  Auction,  October  26, 
1964.  1966. 

Texas 

Lufkin  Livestock  Exchange,  Lufkin,  March  9,  Lufkin  Livestock  Exchange,  Inc.,  June 
1959.  25, 1961. 

Quanah  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Quanah,  No-  Quanah  Livestock  Commission  Oom- 
vember  10, 1956.  pany,  Inc.,  February  15,  1967. 

Virginia 

Front  Royal  Livestock  Market,  Front  Royal,  Front  Royal  livestock  Market,  Inc.,  May 
March  2, 1959.  2, 1966. 

Wtomino 

Gillette  Livestock  Auction,  Gillette,  May  18,  1951—  Gillette  Livestock,  April  18,  1967. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th  day  of  May  1967. 

Charles  G.  Cleveland, 
Registrations,  Bonds,  and  Reports  Branch, 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration. 

[FJt.  Doc.  67-6099;  Filed,  May  31, 1967;  8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  32,  NO.  105 — THURSDAY,  JUNE  1,  1967 


NOTICES 


7923 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Dockot  No.  1736S;  FOO  67M-879] 

GREAT  SOUTHERN  BROADCASTING 
CO. 

Order  Regarding  Procedural  Dales 

In  re  application  of  William  O.  Barry 
trading  as  Great  Southern  Broadcasting 
Co.,  Donelson,  Tenn.,  Docket  No.  17365, 
Pile  No.  BP-16707;  for  construction  per¬ 
mit. 

To  formalize  the  agreements  and  rul¬ 
ings  made  on  the  record  at  a  prehearing 
conference  held  on  May  24,  1967,  in  the 
above-entitled  matter  concerning  the 
f utiuv  conduct  of  this  proceeding : 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

Preliminary  exchange  of  exhibits  is 
scheduled  for  August  14, 1967; 

FTnal  exchange  of  exhibits  is  scheduled 
for  August  24, 1967 ; 

Notification  of  witnesses  is  scheduled 
for  August  28, 1967 ;  and 
Hearing  presently  scheduled  for  June 
19,  1967,  is  continued  to  September  6, 
1967. 

Issiied:  May  24, 1967. 

Released:  May  26, 1967. 

Fkdkral  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(Pit.  Doo.  67-6074;  PUed,  May  81,  1067; 
8:46  am.] 


[Docket  No.  13292;  PCC  67M-877] 

NEWS-SUN  BROADCASTING  CO. 

ET  AL. 

Order  Regarding  Procedural  Dates 

In  re  applications  of  The  News-Sun 
Broadcasting  Co.,  .Waukegan,  Bl.,  Docket 
No.  13292,  FUe  No.  BPH-2543;  Edward 
Walter  Plszczek  and  Jerome  K.  Wester- 
Held,  Des  Plaines,  111.,  Docket  No.  13940, 
Pile  No.  BPH-S201 ;  Maine  Township  Fid, 
Inc.,  Des  Plaines,  Bl.,  Docket  No.  17242, 
Pile  No.  BPH-4821;  for  construction 
permits. 

The  Healing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  the  petition  for  continu¬ 
ance  of  procedural  dates  and  hearing 
filed  on  May  22,  1967,  by  Edward  Walter 
Piszcz^  and  Jerome  K.  Westerfleld; 

It  ai^arlng,  that  the  request  for  con¬ 
tinuance  arises  out  of  a  conflict  of  coun¬ 
sel  with  another  proceeding  before  the 
Federal  Communications  Cmnmission 
and  that  all  parties  have  consented  to 
immediate  consideration  and  grant: 

It  is  ordered,  lliat  the  said  petition  is 
granted  and  the  date  for  preliminary  ex¬ 
change  of  engineering  exhibits  is  con¬ 
tinued  from  May  24,  1967,  to  June  23, 
1967;  the  date  for  exchange  of  all  the 
exhibits  to  be  offered  in  the  affirmative 
presentations  is  continued  from  June  7, 
1967,  to  July  10, 1967;  the  date  for  giving 
notification  of  witnesses  to  be  called  for 
cross-examlnatl(A  is  continued  from 


June  4.  1967,  to  July  14,  1967;  and  the 
hearing  presently  scheduled  to  com¬ 
mence  on  June  21,  1967,  is  continued  to 
July  26,  1967,  commencing  at  10  am.  in 
the  offices  of  the  Commission  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Issued:  May  24, 1967. 

Released:  May  26, 1967. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  67-6075;  Piled,  May  31,  1967; 
8:46  am.] 

[Docket  No.  17443;  PCC  67M-888] 

RANCHO  BERNARDO  ANTENNA 
SYSTEM 

Order  Continuing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  cease  and  desist  order  to  be  di¬ 
rected  against  Rancho  Bernardo  An¬ 
tenna  System,  owner  and  operator  of  a 
CATV  system  at  San  Diego,  Calif.; 
Docket  No.  17443: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  an  agree¬ 
ment  reached  by  all  parties  to  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding,  that  the  prehearing 
conference  herein  scheduled  for  May  29, 
1967,  is  hereby  continued  to  Jime  6, 1967, 
and  will  be  convened  in  the  ofBces  of  the 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  at  9  am. 

Issued:  May  25, 1967. 

Released:  May  26, 1967. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PJt.  Doc.  67-6076;  PUed,  May  81,  1967; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[DockSt  No.  17137;  PCC  67M-872] 

WESTERN  UNION  TELEGRAPH  CO. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  section  14.2  of  Tariff 
FCC  No.  237  of  the  Western  Union  Tele¬ 
graph  Co.  requesting  that  the  evidentiary 
Docket  No.  17137. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  has  imder  con¬ 
sideration  a  motion  filed  May  17,  1967, 
on  behalf  of  the  Western  Union  Tele¬ 
graph  Co.  requesting  that  the  evidentiary 
hearing  in  this  proceeding  now  scheduled 
to  begin  on  Monday,  May  29,  1967,  be 
continued  to  Friday,  Jime  30, 1967. 

On  May  16,  1967,  the  Western  Union 
Telegraph  Co.  filed  a  Revised  Page  89, 
section  14.2  of  Tariff  FCC  No.  237  appU- 
cable  to  Autodln  Service,  the  language 
of  which  had  been  agreed  to  by  all  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding,  and  on  the  same 
date  counsel  for  Western  Union  and  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  filed  a  Joint  motion 
requesting  the  dismissal  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  The  continuance  of  the  hearing  is 
requested  so  as  to  allow  the  Revised  Page 
89,  section  14.2  of  Tariff  FCC  No.  237  to 
become  effective  on  June  20, 1967,  and  for 


the  Commission  to  act  on  the  joint  mo¬ 
tion  to  dismiss  this  proceeding. 

There  are  no  objections  to  granting 
the  motion  for  continuance  of  hearing 
date,  and  good  cause  for  granting  the 
same  has  been  shown. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  motion  for  con¬ 
tinuance  is  granted  and  the  date  for  the 
evidentiary  hearing  is  continued  from 
Monday,  May  29,  1967,  to  Friday,  Jime 
30, 1967. 

Issued:  May  24, 1967. 

Released:  May  26, 1967. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  67-6077;  PUed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:46  am.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CITIZENS  AND  SOUTHERN  NATIONAL 
BANK  AND  MITSUI  O.S.K.  LINES, 
LTD. 

Security  for  Protection  of  the  Public; 
Application  for  Performance  Cer¬ 
tificate 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  3,  Public 
Law  89-777  (80  Stat.  1357,  1358)  and 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  20  (46  CFR  Part  540)  the  foUow- 
ing  persons  have  applied  to  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  for  a  Certificate 
of  Financial  Responsibility  for  indemni¬ 
fication  of  Passengers  for  Nonperform¬ 
ance  of  Transportation: 

The  CltlMna  and  Southern  National  Bank 
(The  O  A  8  National  Bank). 

Mitsui  OBJC.  Lines,  Ltd.  (The  Mitsui  OB.K. 
Lines). 

Dated:  May  26,  1967. 

Francis  C.  Hurnet, 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

[PJt.  Doe.  67-6088;  PUed.  May  81,  1967; 
8:47  am.] 


COMPANIA  TRASATLANTICA  ES- 
PANOLA,  S.A.  (SPANISH  LINE),  ET 
AL. 

Security  For  Protection  of  the  Public; 
Application  for  Casualty  Cer¬ 
tificate 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  2,  Public  Law 
89-777  (80  Stat.  1357,  1358)  and  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  General  Order  20, 
Amendment  2  (46  CFR  Part  540)  the 
following  persons  have  applied  to  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  Financial  Responsibility  to 
Meet  Liability  Incurred  for  Death  or  In¬ 
jury  to  Passengers  or  Other  Persons  on 
Voyages: 
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Companla  TrmutlanUea  BBpanoU. 

(Spanish  Uae) . 

Dominion  Navisatlon  Gb..  Ltd. 

The  C^iesapeake  ft  Ohio  Railway  Co. 

Dated:  May  26, 1967. 

Francis  C.  Hurnit, 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

(PJl.  Doc.  67-8089;  FUed,  May  81.  1967; 
8:47  ajn.] 


COMMODORE  CRUISE  LINE,  LTD. 

Security  For  Protection  of  the  Public; 
issuance  of  Performance  Certificate 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  3,  Public  Law 
89-777  (80  Stat.  1357,  1358)  and  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  General  Order  20 
(46  CTFR  Part  540)  that  a  Certificate  of 
Financial  Responsibility  for  Indemnifi¬ 
cation  of  Passengers  for  Nonperformance 
of  Transportation  has  been  issued  to  the 
following: 

Oommodore  Cruise  Une,  Ltd.,  Certificate  Mo. 
P-48,  Effective  date;  May  28. 1967. 

Dated:  May  26, 1967. 

Francis  C.  Hurnxt, 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  67-6090;  FUed.  May  31,  1967; 
8:48  ajn.] 


GREAT  LAKES-UNITED  KINGDOM 
WESTBOUND  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  .the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763;  46 
U5.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  609;  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers. 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary.  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicate  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  L.  S.  Blssell,  Executive  Officer,  Great 
Lakea-Unitad  Kingdocn  Westbound  Con- 
fMwnoe,  44-46  LeadenbaU  Street,  London, 
E.C.  3,  England. 

Agreement  8140-4  betareen  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Great  Lakes-United  ELingdom 
Westbound  Conference  modifies  the  basic 
agreement  to  provide  for  a  self-policing 
system,  a  procedure  for  handling  <5om- 
plaints  and  assessment  of  penalties  for 


violations  of  the  agreement  In  addition 
to  arbitration. 

Dated:  May  25. 1967. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi. 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  67-6091;  Filed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:48  aju.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  18517] 

FRONTIER  AIRLINES,  INC.,  AND 
CENTRAL  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Hearing  Regarding 
Merger 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Federid  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
that  the  hearing  in  the  aboverentitled 
proceeding  will  ccunmenoe  on  Tuesday, 
June  27,  1967,  at  10  ajn.  (local  time), 
in  Room  1027,  Universal  Building,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  Examiner  Merritt  Ruhlen. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report  smd 
all  other  documents  which  are  in  the 
docket  of  this  case  on  file  in  the  Docket 
Section  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  25, 
1967. 

[seal]  Merritt  Ruhlen, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

IF.R.  Doc.  67-6082;  Filed,  May  31,  1967; 
8:47  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

FIRST  HOLDING  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Approval 
of  Acquisition  of  Shares  of  Banks 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application 
has  been  made  to  the  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  pursuant 
to  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a) 
(1) ) ,  by  First  Holding  Co.,  Inc..  Wauke¬ 
sha,  Wis.,  for  prior  approval  of  the  Board 
of  action  whereby  Applicant  would  be¬ 
come  a  bank  holding  company  through 
the  acquisition  of  80  percent  or  more  of 
the  voting  shares  of  each  of  the  following 
banks:  First  National  Bank  of  Wauke¬ 
sha,  Waukesha,  Wis.,  and  The  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  in  Wauwatosa,  Wauwatosa, 
Wis. 

Section  3(c)  of  the  Act,  as  amended, 
provides  that  the  Board  shall  not  ap¬ 
prove  (1)  any  acquisition  or  merger  or 
consolidation  under  this  section  which 
would  result  in  a  monopoly,  or  which 
would  be  in  furtherance  of  any  combi¬ 
nation  or  conspiracy  to  monopolize  or  to 
attempt  to  monopolize  the  business  of 
banking  in  any  part  of  the  United  States, 
or  (2)  any  other  proposed  acquisition  or 


merger  or  consolidation  imder  this  sec¬ 
tion  whose  effect  in  any  section  of  the 
country  may  be  substantially  to  lessen 
competition,  or  to  tend  to  create  a  mo¬ 
nopoly,  or  which  in  any  other  manner 
would  be  in  restraint  of  trade,  unless 
it  finds  that  the  anticompetitive  effects 
of  the  proposed  transaction  are  clearly 
outweighed  in  the  public  interest  by  the 
probable  effect  of  the  transaction  in 
meeting  the  convenience  and  needs  of 
the  community  to  be  served. 

Section  3(c)  further  provides  that  in 
every  case,  the  Board  shall  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  financial  and  managerial 
resources  and  future  prospects  of  the 
company  or  oompanieG  and  the  banks 
eonoemed.  and  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served. 

Not  later  than  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  pubUcation  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  comments  and  views 
regarding  the  proposed  acquisition  may 
be  filed  with  the  Board.  Communications 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

Dated  at  Washington,  DXl.,  this  24th 
day  of  May  1967. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors. 

[seal]  Merritt  (German. 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  67-6059;  FUed.  May  31,  1967; 

8:45  am.) 


FEDERAL  PDWER  COMMISSIDN 

[Docket  Noe.  0-6365  etc.] 

HUMBLE  OIL  A  REFINING  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Certifi¬ 
cates,  Abandonment  of  Service 
and  Petitions  To  Amend  Certifi¬ 
cates  ^ 

Mat  22, 1967. 

Take  notice. that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  or  petitiim  pursuant  to  secti^  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to 
sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
or  to  abandon  service  heretofore  author¬ 
ized  as  described  herein,  all  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  respective  iqiplioations 
and  amendments  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commi8si<m  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFTl  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
June  12, 1967. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  protest  or 

*17118  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  ot  the  aeveral  ouitters 
covered  herein,  nor  should  it  be  so  construed. 
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Docket  No.  and 
date  filed 


Applicant 


Purchaaer,  field,  and  location 


Price  per  Mcf 


Pree- 

sure 

base 


CK7-1602. 

A 

CI67-1603. 
A  ^9-«7 

CK7-1604. 
A  6-K-67 

Cl«7-iao«. 

A6-»-67 


CI67-1006.. 
A  W>-fl7 


CI67-1807.. 

A8-*-«7 


CI67-ia08.. 

Aft-fr-e7 


CI«7-1609.. 

A8-»-67 


CI«7-1610... 

A#-10-«7 


CI«7-1611... 
A  6-10-87 


J.  P.  Owen,  Post  Office  Box 
51288,  Lafayette,  La.  70501. 

General  American  Oil  Co.  of 
Texas,  Meadows  Bldg., 

Dallas,  Tex.  75206. 

General  Crude  OH  Co..  Post 
Office  Box  2252,  Houston,  Tex. 
77001. 

Robert  B.  Prentice,  c/o 
Bernard  A.  Foster.  Jr.,  attor¬ 
ney,  Ross,  Marsh  &  Foster, 
ni  15th  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005. 

M.  II.  Marr,  2600  Republic 
Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
76201. 

John  T.  Wugoner  Well  No.  1, 
c/o  John  T.  Waggoner,  Oper¬ 
ator,  13207  Autumn  Dr., 
SUver  Spring,  Md.  20004. 

Petroleum  Drilling  Corp.  et  al., 
c/o  John  A.  Hunter,  vice 
president,  4401  Centre  Aye., 
Pittsburgh,  Ph.  15210. 

Sun  Oil  Co.  (Gulf  Coast  DItI- 
slon),  1608  Walnut  St.,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  10103. 

George  Jackson  and  Hugh 
Spencer,  e/o  George  Jackson, 
aMnt,  Poet  Office  Box  851, 
Oarksburg,  W.  Va.  26301. 

Fairman  Drilling  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  288,  Du  Bois,  Pa. 
15801. 


United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Bayon 
St.  Vincent  Field,  Assumption 
Parish,  La. 

_ do. . 

_ do . 

_ do . 


Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Reno,  Lyon,  and  Kingwood  Dis¬ 
tricts,  Preston  County,  W.  Va. 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Murphy  District,  Rltwle  County, 
W.  Va. 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Bayou 
St.  Vincent  Field,  Assumption 
Parish,  La. 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Greenbrier  and  New  Milton  Dis¬ 
tricts,  Doddridge  County,  W.  Va. 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Young  Township,  Jefferson 
County,  Pa. 


20.625 
20.625 
2a  625 
20.625 

2a  625 
28.0 

25.0 

20.625 

26.0 

27.5 


15l025 

15.025 

15.025 

15.026 

15.025 

15.325 

15.326 

ia026 

15.325 

15.325 


I  Amendment  to  certificate  filed  to  reflect  change  In  name  of  certificate  holder. 

•  Adds  acreage  acquired  from  Paul  Kendall  et  al.  MobU  succeeded  to  Paul  and  Leonora  W.  Kendall’s  interest  In 
the  Pegasus  Gasoline  Plant  and  Pegasus  field;  such  Interest  was  formerly  a  part  of  Sharpies  A  Co.  Propertlee  (Op- 
wator)  et  al.,  FPC  GRS  No.  3,  Douet  No.  G-6082  which  was  terminated  concurrently  with  the  Issuance  of  a  small 
nroduoer  certificate  In  Docket  No.  CS66-21. 

•  Rate  in  effect  subject  to  refund  In  Docket  No.  RI04-667. 

<  Buyer  Is  unable  to  Justify  connecting  well  to  Its  system. 

•  Applicant  requests  authorization  to  sell  natural  gas  at  the  wellhead  at  the  rate  of  14.5  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.I.a. 
In  lieu  of  at  a  location  seyeral  miles  from  the  leasehold  at  a  rate  of  lao  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.66  p.s.i.a. 

•  Amendment  filed  to  reflect  deletion  of  “  Operator”  designation  from  certificate  and  rate  filings.  No  change  In 
working  interest  InyoWed. 

>  An  increase  In  rate  to  23.66  cents  per  Mcf  was  filed  for  and  suspended  In  Docket  No.  RI67-296. 

•  Amendment  to  certificate  filed  to  add  interest  of  First  Transportation  Gas  Corp.,  Inc. 

•  Adds  acreage  acquired  from  Columbian  Fuel  Corp.,  Docket  No.  0-11120. 

■  Applicant  agrees  to  accept'permanent  certificate  pursuant  to  the  proyisions  of  Opinion  No.  468,  as  modified  by 
Opinion  No.  468-A. 

u  For  new  gas-well  gas  plus  applicable  State  and  local  production  taxes  in  effect  as  of  Sept.  1, 1066;  subject  to  fur¬ 
ther  adjustment  for  quality. 

u  Gas  will  no  longer  be  transported  and/or  sold  In  interstate  commerce. 


■•  WeU  acquired  by  Purchaser  by  condemnation  proceedlim. 

""El  al.  parties  under  certificate  Issued  to  Leonard  W.  Phillips  et  al. 


partiee  i 

a  Well  is  no  longer  productlye. 
a  Includes  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement, 
a  Supplement  to  appUcation  filed. 

■  Subject  to  upward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

■•  Applicant  states  Its  willingness  to  accept  permanent  certificate  containing  conditions  similar  to  those  imposed 
by  Opinion  No.  468,  as  modified  by  Opinion  No.  468-A. 

••  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

a  Includes  1.7  cents  upward  B.t.u.  adlustment.  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

>  Includes  8.00  cents  upward  B.t.u.  aahistment. 

*  1.626  cents  per  Mcf  of  such  price  shall  be  paid  to  an  escrow  agent  in  accordance  with  settlement  agreement  ap¬ 
prove  in  Docket  No.  G-17881. 

••  WeU  ceased  to  produce. 

••  Applicant  states  its  willingness  to  accept  permanent  certificate  on  the  same  terms  specified  by  the  Commission’s 
erder  i^ued  Mar.  80, 1964  in  Docket  Nos.  0-10417  et  al. 

(r.R.  Doc.  e7-fi98a;  Filed,  May  31. 1967;  8:45  ajn.] 


(Docket  Nos.  Gl-18160  etc.] 

MIDHURST  OIL  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Order  Amending  Order  Accepting 
OfFer  of  Settlement 

May  23.  1967. 

By  order  Issued  June  21,  1965,  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  approved  a  settlement  proposal  filed 
by  Mldhurst  Oil  Corp.  (Mldhurst)  cover¬ 
ing  settlement  rates  under  two  of  Mid- 
hurst’s  rate  schedules,  one  of  which  in¬ 
cluded  Midhurst’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  12  which  was  involved  in  Docket 
No.  RI64-167.  It  has  come  to  our  atten¬ 
tion  that  by  order  issued  September  16, 
1964,  in  Docket  Nos.  G-7258  et  al.,  Lonnie 
D.  Harrison,  trustee  (Operator),  et  al. 
(Harrison)  was  named  co-respondent  in 


Docket  No.  RI64-167  and  permitted  to 
make  sales  of  natural  gas  to  Texas  East¬ 
ern  Transmission  Corp.  under  a  contract 
previously  designated  Mldhurst  Oil  Corp. 
(Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  Qas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  18.  ’The  settlement  order  issued 
June  21.  1965,  did  not  pertain  to 
Harrison. 

In  view  of  the  above,  we  think  it  appro¬ 
priate  to  amend  our  settlement  order  of 
June  21,  1965,  so  as  to  reinstate  the  sus¬ 
pension  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI64- 
167  Insofar  as  said  proceeding  pertains 
to  sales  pursuant  to  Harrison’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  1  (Formerly  Mid- 
hurst’s  Rate  Schedule  No.  18).  and  re¬ 
consolidate  said  proceeding  in  the  ’Texas 
Gulf  Coast  Proceedings,  Docket  No. 
AR64-2. 

’The  Commission  orders:  For  the  rea¬ 
sons  set  forth  above,  our  order  of  June 


21, 1965,  is  modified  so  as  to  reinstate  the 
suspension  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
RI64-167  insofar  as  said  proceeding  per¬ 
tains  to  Lonnie  D.  Harrison,  trustee 
(Operator),  et  al.,  and  to  reconsolidate 
said  proceeding  in  the  Texas  Gulf  Coast 
Proceeding,  Docket  No.  AR64-2. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  67-6056;  Piled,  May  31,  1967; 
8:45  ajn.) 


(Docket  Nos.  CP66-409  etc  ] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 
Mat  23, 1967. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11,  1967, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Petitioner). 
2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102, 
filed  in  Docket  Nos.  CP66-409,  CP67-47. 
CP67-87,  CP67-148,  and  CP67-162  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  the  orders  issued  by  the 
Commission  by  authorizing  petitioner  to 
substitute  a  different  type  of  pipe  from 
that  which  was  originally  proposed,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  CJommis- 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

In  the  above-mentioned  orders.  Peti¬ 
tioner  was  authorized  to  use  X-60  pipe 
in  the  proposed  construction.  Petitioner 
states  that  this  type  of  pipe  was  proposed 
as  it  was  of  standard  wall  thickness  and 
grade  of  the  pipe  that  was  readily  avail¬ 
able  from  manufacturers.  Petitioner 
states  that  it  is  now  apparent  that  X-65 
pipe  is  available  in  exact  wall  thicknesses 
which  will  result  in  a  total  savings,  over 
all  the  proposed  construction  in  the 
above-named  dockets,  of  approximately 
$317,063,  if  used  in  place  of  the  origi¬ 
nally  proposed  X-60  pipe. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  Intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(9  157.10)  on  or  before  June  19.  1967. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

1F.R.  Doc.  67-6057;  FUed,  May  31,  1967; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  *-7133] 

PACIFIC  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  to  Amend 
Mat  23, 1967. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  5.  1967, 
Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co.  (Applicant) 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  seeking  an 
amendment  to  the  Commission’s  orders 
of  October  14, 1963,  and  October  15, 1965. 
’Those  orders  authorized  the  Applicant 
to  assume  liabilities  m  guarantor  of 
promissory  notes  or  other  evidence  of 
indebtedness  of  existing  or  prospective 
customers  of  Applicant  for  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  or  improvement  of  electric  and 
water  service  and  the  installation  of 


No.  106 - 6 
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electrical  equipment.  Applicant  now  re¬ 
quests  that  the  authorization  be  broiul- 
ened  so  as  to  allow  Am>llcant  to  finance 
pasrment  by  customers  of  the  oost  of 
acquiring  items  reasonably  related  to 
the  proper  installation  of  electrical 
pliances  and  equipment  “including  all 
things  reasonably  related  to  the  proper 
installation  of  such  appliances  and 
equipment  to  ensiire  that  such  equip¬ 
ment  and  appliances  are  operated  at 
maximum  ^ciency  and  at  the  lowest 
cost  to  customers  of  Applicant  pursiiant 
to  such  standards  as  are  generally  re¬ 
quired  as  good  practice  in  the  electric 
utility  industry;  without  limiting  the 
generality  of  the  foregoing,  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  such  notes  may  be  issued 
shall  Include,  when  they  are  to  be  used 
as  a  part  of  an  electrical  space  heating 
system,  such  items  as  insulation,  storm 
windows,  and  other  items  generally  ac¬ 
cepted  as  a  necessary  or  desirsd>le  part 
of  such  an  installation.** 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Maine  and  is  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  electric  utility  business  in 
the  States  of  California,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  and  Montana, 
with  its  principal  business  office  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  8, 
19OT,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10).  The  application  is  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

(PK.  Doc.  e7-«068;  PUed,  May  81,  1067; 

8:45  sjn.) 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[70-4404] 

MISSISSIPPI  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale 
of  Short-Term  Notes 

Mat  25, 1967. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Mississippi 
Power  Co.  (“Mississippi”) ,  2500  14th 
Street,  Gulfport,  Miss.  39501,  a  public- 
utility  subsidiary  company  of  'The  South¬ 
ern  Co.  (“Southern”) ,  a  registered  hold¬ 
ing  ccxnpany,  has  filed  a  declaration 
with  this  Commission,  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  (Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act”) ,  designating  sections  6  and 
7  thereof  as  lu^licable  to  the  proposed 
transactions.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  declaration,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transactions. 

Mississippi  requests  authorization  to 
issue,  from  time  to  time  prior  to  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1967,  its  unsecured  promissory 
notes  to  banks  in  an  aggregate  principal 
amount  not  to  exceed  $14  million,  in¬ 
cluding  in  such  amount  up  to  an  aggre¬ 


gate  of  $6,200,000  principal  amount  of 
promissory  notes  which  may  be  issued 
pursuant  to  the  exemption  afforded  by 
the  first  sentence  of  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act.  Each  note  proposed  to  be  issued  by 
Mississippi  will  bear  interest  at  the  prime 
rate  in  effect  at  Morgan  Guaranty  Trust 
Company  of  New  York  (presently  5^ 
percent  per  annum)  on  the  date  of  issue. 
All  notes  will  mature  not  more  than  9 
months  after  the  date  of  issue  and  will 
be  repayable  without  penalty. 

The  Initial  $11,800,000  of  Mississippi’s 
notes  are  to  be  issued  to  the  following 
banks  in  the  aggregate  sunoimts  as  listed : 


Namei  and  addresses  oj  banks  Amount 
Morgan  Guaranty  Trust  Oo.  of 

New  York,  N.Y„ . .  $3, 400, 000 

Continental  Illinois  National 
Bank  &  Trust  Co.  of  Chicago, 

ni . 1,500,000 

First  National  Bank,  Jackson, 

Mias _  2,600,000 

Deposit  Guaranty  National 

Bank.  Jackson,  Miss _  1,000,000 

Bay  l^rlngs  Bank,  Bay  Springs, 

Miss . 105,  000 

First  National  Bank  of  Bllozl, 

Miss _ 100,000 

The  Peoples  Bank  of  Bllozl, 

Miss . 50,000 

Columbia  Bank,  Columbia,  Miss.  100, 000 

Citizens  Bank,  Columbia,  Mias.  65,  000 

Merchants  ft  Manufacturers 

Bank,  Elllsville.  Miss.. .  60,000 

Gulf  National  Bank  of  Gulf¬ 
port,  Miss _  140, 000 

Hancock  Bank,  Gulfport,  Miss _  516, 500 

First  National  Bank  of  Hatties¬ 
burg,  Miss _  300,  000 

Citizens  Bank  of  Hattiesburg, 

Miss  . . 100,000 

The  Commercial  National  Bank 
ft  Trust  Co.  of  Laurel,  Miss..  100, 000 

Lumberttm  State  Bank  Lumber- 

ton,  Miss _  36, 000 

The  Citizens  National  Bank  of 

Meridian.  Miss _ _  346, 000 

First  National  Bank  In  Merid¬ 
ian.  Miss. _ _ _  160,  000 

Merchants  ft  Farmers  Bank, 

Meridian,  Mias _  325, 000 

Newton  Coimty  Bank,  Newton, 

Miss _  76, 000 

First  National  Bank  of  Newton, 

Miss _ _ _  36,  000 

Ferry  County  Bank,  New  Au¬ 
gusta.  Miss _  24, 000 

Pascagoula-Moss  Point  Bank, 

PascagovUa,  Miss _  300,  000 

Merchants  ft  Marine  Bank, 

Pascagoula,  Miss _  250,  000 

Bank  ot  Picayune,  Picayune, 

Miss . 40,000 

First  National  Bank  of  Plca- 

y\me.  Miss _  40, 000 

Bank  of  Commerce  of  Poplar- 

TlUe,  Miss _  36, 000 

Richton  Bank  ft  Trust  Co.,  Rich- 

ton.  Mias _ _  22,  000 

The  Bank  of  Shubuta,  Miss _  22, 500 

The  Stonewall  Bank,  Stone¬ 
wall,  Miss. . . .  14, 000 

Bank  of  Wiggins,  Wiggins,  Miss.  60, 000 


Total  .  611,800,000 


Mississippi  proposes  to  use  the  proceeds 
from  the  not^  listed  above,  together  with 
its  cash  on  hand  and  the  proceeds  from 
the  sale  on  February  23,  1967,  of  30,000 
shares  of  common  stock  to  Southern 
(Holding  Company  ActReleaseNo.  15654) 
and  a  contemplated  sale  of  first  mortgage 
bonds  and  common  stock  during  1967  to 
finance  its  1967  construction  program. 


estimated  at  $29,094,000.  to  pay  its  short¬ 
term  bank  loans  incurred  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  and  for  other  lawful  purposes.  The 
net  proceeds  from  such  sale  of  bonds  and 
common  stock  will  be  applied  in  payment 
of  $8,800,000  of  notes  i»ued  pursuant  to 
this  declaration  and  the  balance  of  all 
notes  issued  pursuant  to  this  declaration, 
together  with  all  notes  issued  by  Missis¬ 
sippi  pursuant  to  the  exemption  afforded 
by  the  first  sentence  of  section  6(b)  will 
be  paid  from  the  sale  of  long-term  securi¬ 
ties  during  1968. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions  are  estimated  at  $700,  Including 
legal  fees  of  $500. 

It  is  stated  that  no  State  commission 
and  no  Federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  Jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may.  not  later  tlian  June 
23,  1967,  request  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  in  respect  of  such  matter, 
stating  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the 
reasons  for  such  request,  and  the  iMues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  said  declaration 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may 
request  that  he  be  notified  should  the 
Commission  order  a  hearing  in  respect 
thereof.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  the  declarant  at  the  above-stated 
address,  and  proof  of  service  thereof  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law. 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  becmne 
effective  as  provld^  in  Rule  23  of  the 
general  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act.  or  the  Commission 
may  grant  exemption  frmn  such  rules  as 
provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  notice  of  further  de¬ 
velopments  in  this  matter.  Including  the 
date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority) . 

[sxal]  Nzllye  a.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  67-6066:  F11«<J,  May '31.  1967; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[70-4403] 

MONONGAHELA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale 
of  Short-Term  Notes 

Mat  24, 1967. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Mononga- 
hela  Power  Co.  (“Monongahela**) ,  310 
Fairmont  Avenue,  Fairmont,  W.  Va. 
26554,  a  registered  holding  company  and 
a  public-utility  subsidiary  company  of 
Allegheny  Power  System,  Inc.,  also  a 
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registered  holding  company,  has  filed  a 
declaratlmi  with  this  Commission,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating 
sections  6  and  7  thereof  as  a]n>licable  to 
the  proposed  transactions.  AU  Interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  declaration, 
which  Is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  pr(^?osed  transac¬ 
tions. 

Monongahela  requests  authorization  to 
issue  and  sell,  from  time  to  time  prior  to 
July  1,  1968,  Its  tinsecured  promissory 
notes  to  The  First  National  City  Bank, 
New  York,  N.T.,  In  an  aggregate  princi¬ 
pal  amount  not  to  exceed  $9,500,000. 
Each  note  proposed  to  be  issued  by 
Monongahela  will  bear  Interest  at  the 
prime  rate  In  effect  at  the  bcmk  on  the 
date  of  Issue,  will  mature  not  more  than 
twelve  months  after  the  date  of  Issue,  and 
will  be  prepayable  at  any  time  without 
penalty. 

Monongahela  pr(HX>ses  to  use  the  net 
proceeds  from  the  proposed  notes  for 
construction  and  to  repay  other  short¬ 
term  bank  borrowings  Incurred  therefor 
under  the  exmnption  afforded  by  the  first 
sentence  of  section  6(b)  of  the  Act.  The 
net  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  any  perma¬ 
nent  debt  securities  will  be  applied  In 
total  payment  of  all  notes  then  outstand¬ 
ing  and,  Uiereupon,  any  authorization 
which  may  be  granted  imder  this  decla¬ 
ration  will  cease  to  be  effective. 

It  Is  stated  that  no  fees  and  expenses, 
other  than  ordinary  expenses  estimated 
at  $500,  will  be  Incurred  In  connection 
with  the  proposed  transactions.  It  Is  fur¬ 
ther  stated  that  no  State  commission 
and  no  Federal  commission,  other  than 
this  (^mmlsslon,  has  Jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions.  . 

Notice  Is  further  given  that  any  Inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June  14, 
1967,  request  In  writing  that  a  hearing  be 
held  in  respect  of  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  declaration  which  he  de¬ 
sires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  should  the  Commission 
order  a  hearing  In  respect  thereof.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed:  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of 
or  by  mall  (airmail  If  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  de¬ 
clarant  at  the  above-stated  address,  and 
proof  of  service  thereof  (by  siffldavlt  or. 
In  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certifi¬ 
cate,  should  be  filed  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  the  declara¬ 
tion,  as  filed  or  as  It  may  be  amended, 
may  be  permitted  to  become  effective  as 
provided  In  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  imder  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided  in 
Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  action  as  It  may  deem  appropriate. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  Is  ordered  will 
receive  notice  of  further  developments  In 
this  matter.  Including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (If  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 


For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Nkllti  a.  Thorskm, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[PJt.  Doo.  67-6083:  FUed.  May  31.  1967; 
8:47  ajn.| 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION 
FOR  RELIEF 

May  26, 1967. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  In  accordsmce  with 
Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  (7FR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
fnrni  the  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  Uie  Fxdkral  Rsoisna. 

Lono-and-Short  HAin. 

FSA  No.  41036 — Grain  and  grain  prod¬ 
ucts  from  points  in  Montana.  Filed  by 
North  Pacific  Coast  Freight  Bureau, 
agent  (No.  67-1),  for  Interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  grain,  grain  products  and 
related  articles,  in  carloads,  from  points 
In  Montana,  to  points  In  North  Pacific- 
territory. 

Orounds  for  relief — Unregulated  truck 
competition. 

Tariff — Supplement  5  to  North  Pacific 
Coast  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
1117. 

By  the  Commission. 

[sial]  H.  Neil  Oarson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  67-6093;  Filed,  May  31,  1967; 

8:48  Rjn.] 


(Notice  4481 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

May  26. 1967. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules  Revised.  1957  (49  CFR  211.1 
(c)  (8) )  and  notice  thereof  to  all  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  Is  hereby  given  as  provided 
In  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1(d)(4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Cmnmlsslon  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1 
(e))  at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proiTosed 
operations  unless  filed  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
In  identification  and  protests  If  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. ' 


Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  3379'  (Devlatiim  No.  9). 
SNYDER  BROS.  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  363  Stanton  Avenue.  Akron,  Ohio 
44301,  filed  May  15.  1967.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  devia¬ 
tion  route  as  follows:  From  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  over  US.  Highway  22  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  66,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  66  to  Greens- 
burg.  Pa.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  Indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities,  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  from  Akron,  Ohio, 
over  US.  Highway  224  to  Deerfield,  Ohio, 
thence  over  Alternate  Ohio  Highway  14 
(formerly  Ohio  Highway  14)  to  Jimction 
Ohio  Highway  14.  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  14  to  the  Ohlo-Pennsylvania 
State  line,  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  51  to  Rochester,  Pa.,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  88  to  Pittsburgh. 
Pa.,  thence  over  US.  Highway  30  to 
Breezewoixl,  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  126  to  Warfordsburg, 
Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  522  to 
Hancock,  Md.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  Frederick,  Md.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  240  to  Washington,  D.C., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  via  Freder¬ 
icksburg  to  Petersburg,  Va..  thence  over 
US.  Highway  460  to  Junction  Virginia 
Highway  337  (formerly  U.S.  Highway 
460),  thence  over  city  streets  and  con¬ 
necting  highways  to  Norfolk,  Va..  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No. 
45)  (amendment) ,  TRANSAMERICAN 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1700  North 
Waterman  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich.  48209, 
filed  March  13,  1967.  Carrier  prc^xises 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Fimn  Baltimore,  Md., 
over  Interstate  Highway  83  to  Junction 
U.8.  Highway  11.  thence  over  US.  High¬ 
way  11  to  Junction  Peimsylvania  ’Turn¬ 
pike,  thence  over  the  Pennsylvania 
Turnpike  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Pitts¬ 
burgh.  Pa.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities,  over  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  routes  as  follows:  Prom  Baltimore, 
Md..  over  US.  Highway  140  to  West¬ 
minster.  Md.,  thence  over  Maryland 
Highway  97  (formerly  Idaryland  High¬ 
way  32)  via  Emmltsburg,  Md..  to  the 
Maryland-Pennsylvanla  State  line, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  16 
via  Rouzervllle,  Pa.,  to  Waynesboro.  Pa., 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  316 
(formerly  unnumbered  highway)  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line, 
thence  over  Maryland  Highway  60  via 
Leltersburg,  Md.,  to  Hagerstown,  Md.. 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  CTumber- 
land,  Md..  thence  over  US.  Highway 
220  to  Bedford,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  Junction  Pennsylvania 
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Highway  53.  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  S3  to  Kantner,  Pa.,  thence  re¬ 
turn  over  Pesuuorlvanla  Highway  53  to 
Junction  UH.  BOghway  SO,  thence  over 
UH.  Highway  SO  via  Stoystown,  Pa.,  to 
Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  982, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highvraiy  982 
to  Youngstown,  Pa.,  thence  return  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  982  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  over  XJS.  High¬ 
way  30  via  Iiwin,  Pa.,  to  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
(also  from  Baltimore  to  Waynesboro, 
Pa.,  as  Qjecifled  above),  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  997  (formerly 
unnumbered  highway)  to  the  Pennsyl- 
vania-Maryland  State  line,  thence  over 
Maryland  Highway  84  (formerly  xm- 
numbered  highway)  to  Ringgold,  Md., 
thence  over  Maryland  Highway  418 
(formerly  unnximbered  highway  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Maryland  Highway  60  at  or  near 
Leiteraburg,  Md.,  thence  to  Pittsburgh 
as  specified  above)  and  (2)  from  Han¬ 
cock,  Md.,  over  UB.  Highway  522  to 
Warfordslmrg,  Pa.,  thence  over  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  126  to  Junction  un¬ 
numbered  highway  (formerly  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  mghway  126),  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  via  Emmaville,  Pa., 
to  CTrystal  Spring,  Pa.,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  126  to  Breese- 
wood,  Pa.,  thmce  over  UB.  Highway 
30  to  Bedford,  Pa.,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes.  The  origtaisJ  notice,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  ftDBRAL  Register  March 
29,  1967,  on  pages  5307  and  5308.  The 
purpose  of  the  instant  amendment  is 
to  show  the  actual  deviation  between 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  via 
routes  Jc^nlng  Interstate  Highway  83 
south  of  Harridsurg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  28478  (Deviation  No.  7), 
GREAT  LAKES  EXPRESS  CX).,  172 
Davenport  Street,  Saginaw,  Mich.  48605, 
filed  May  16,  1967.  (Darrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Saginaw,  Mich.,  over 
Michigan  Highway  13  to  Junction  Mich¬ 
igan  Highway  78,  thence  over  Michigan 
Highway  78  to  Junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  47,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities,  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  Prom  Saginaw,  Mich.,  over 
combined  Michigan  Highways  46-47  to 
Junction  Michigan  Highway  47,  thence 
over  Michigan  Highway  47  to  Junction 
Michigan  Highway  78,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  29130  (Deviation  No.  10) ,  THE 
ROCK  ISLAND  MOTOR  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  2744  Southeast  Market 
Street.  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50305,  filed 
May  15,  1967.  Carrier’s  representative: 
James  E.  Sykes,  139  West  Van  Buren 
Street,  Chicago,  ill.  60605.  The  carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
vith  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Sallna,  Kans., 
over  Interstate  Highway  70  to  jimction 
Kansas  Highway  25,  thence  over  Kansas 
Highway  25  to  Colby,  Kans.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con- 


venleDoe  only.  The  notice  Indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorised  to 
transport  the  same  commodities,  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Sallna,  Kans.,  over  UB.  Highway  81  to 
Concordia,  Kans.,  thence  over  Kansas 
Highway  28  via  Jewell  to  Mankota, 
Kans.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  36  to 
Jimction  UB.  Highway  383,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  383  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  24,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  24  via 
Colby,  Kans.,  to  Ooo^and,  Kans.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  60012  (Deviation  No.  3),  RIO 
GRANDE  MOTOR  WAY,  INC.,  1531 
Stout  Street,  Post  Office  Box  5482,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80217,  filed  May  5,  1967.  Car¬ 
rier’s  r^resentative:  Warren  D.  Brau- 
cher,  604  Rio  Grande  Building,  Denver, 
Colo.  80217.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
of  general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Prom  Denver,  Colo.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  89,  at  or  near  Sigurd,  Utah,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenienoe  only.  ’The  notice  Indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
Ftom  Denver,  Colo.,  over  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  Wheeler,  Colo.,  thence  over  Colorado 
Highway  91  to  Leadville,  Colo.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  Grand  Junction, 
Colo.,  (2)  from  Wheeler,  Colo.,  over  UB. 
Highway  6  to  Dowds,  Colo.,  (3)  from 
Provo,  Utah,  over  U.S.  Highway  189  to 
Heber,  Utah,  (4)  from  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  over  U.S.  Highway  91  via  Spring- 
ville,  Utah,  to  Spanish  Fork,  Utah,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  6  to  Price,  Utah,  (5) 
from  Price,  Utah,  over  UB.  Highway  50 
to  Grand  Junction,  Colo.,  and  (6)  from 
Spemish  Fork,  Utah,  over  U.S.  Highway 
91  to  Nephi,  Utah,  thence  over  Utah 
Highway  11  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  89, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  89  to  Marys- 
dale,  Utah,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  382) 
(Cancels  Deviation  No.  40),  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES,  INC.  TEastern  Division) . 
1400  West  ’Third  Street.  Cleveland.  Ohio 
44113,  filed  May  15,  1967.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers 
in  the  same  veMcle  with  passengers, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Washington,  D.C.,  over  UB.  Highway  50 
(also  known  as  the  John  Hanson  High¬ 
way)  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  301,  near 
Bowie,  Md.,  with  the  following  access 
routes:  (1)  From  Washington,  D.C.,  over 
Maryland  Highway  704  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  and  (2)  from  Washington, 
D.C.,  over  the  Baltimore-Washlngton 
Parkway  to  Junction  Maryland  Highway 
202,  thence  over  Maryland  Highway  202 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  ’The  notice  Indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  and  the  same  prop¬ 
erty  over  pertinent  service  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  (1)  From  Washington.  D.C.,  over 


Maryland  Highway  214  to  Junction 
Maryland  Higliway  2,  thence  ever  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  2  to  Parole,  Md..  thence 
over  Maryland  Highway  450  (formerly 
UB.  Highway  50)  to  Annapolis.  Md..  (2) 
frmn  Junction  UB.  Highway  301  and 
Maryland  Highway  214  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  301  to  Junction  Annapolls-Wash- 
Ington  Expressway,  thence  over  Annap¬ 
olis- Washington  Expressway  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  50,  near  Parole,  Md.,  and 
(3)  from  Junction  U.S.  Highway  301  and 
Maryland  Highway  214  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  SOI  to  junctiem  UB.  Highway  50, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  50  to  Junction 
Bdaryland  Highway  450  near  Parole, 
Md.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  383)  (Can¬ 
cels  Deviation  No.  361),  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  INC.  (Southern  Division).  219 
East  Short  Street,  Lexington,  Ky.  40507, 
filed  May  15,  1967.  Carrier  proposes  to 
(H)erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle,  of  passengers  and  th^  baggage, 
and  express  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  (1)  From  Junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  24  and  UB.  Highway 
41  at  Monteagle,  ’Tenn.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  24  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  41 
south  of  Manchester,  ’Tenn..  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  access  route:  From  Junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  24  and  Tennessee 
Highway  50  over  Tennessee  Highway  50 
to  Pelham,  ’Tenn.,  (2)  from  Haletown, 
Tenn.,  over  Tennessee  Highway  27  to 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  24.  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  24  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  41  at  the  foot  of  Monteagle 
Mountain,  and  (3)  from  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  over  Interstate  Highway  24  for  a 
distant  of  6  miles  to  Junction  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  24  and  UB.  Highways  11 
and  41,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
for  operating  convenienoe  (mly.  ’The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  Is 
presratly  authorized  to  tran^xirt  pas¬ 
sengers  and  the  same  property,  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  Prom 
Murfreesboro,  ’Tenn.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  11  via  Attalla  and  Spring- 
vllle,  Ala.,  to  Birmingham,  Ala.  (also 
from  Attalla  over  Alternate  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  Springville) .  and  return  over 
the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  35690  (Deviation  No.  1) ,  CEN¬ 
TRAL  N.Y.  COACH  LINES.  INC.,  313 
Broad  Street,  Utica,  N.Y.  13501,  filed 
May  15.  1967.  Carrier’s  representative: 
James  H.  Gilroy.  Jr..  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Utica,  N.Y,  13503.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  over  deviation  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows:  (1)  From  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  81  to  Exit  No.  36  of  the 
New  York  State  TTmiway,  thence  over 
the  New  York  State  ’Thruway  to  Utica, 
N.Y.,  Exit  No.  31,  with  the  following  ac¬ 
cess  routes:  (a)  From  Exit  No.  33  over 
New  York  Highway  365  to  Junction  New 
York  Highway  234,  thence  over  New 
York  Highway  234  to  Vernon,  N.Y,,  and 
(b)  from  Exit  No.  32  over  New  York 
Highway  233  to  Kirkland,  N.Y.;  and  (2) 
from  Utica.  N.Y.,  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  49  to  Rome,  N.Y,,  thence  over  New 
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York  Highway  365  to  Junction  New  York 
Highway  S65A,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  365A  to  Oneida,  N.Y..  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes,  for  operating 
convenlMice  only.  The  notice  Indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  passengers  and  the  same 
property,  over  pertinent  service  routes  as 
follows:  (1)  Between  Utica,  N.Y.,  and 
Oneida,  N.Y.,  over  New  York  Highway  5, 
and  (2)  between  Utica,  N.Y.,  and  Syra¬ 
cuse,  N.Y.,  over  New  York  Highway  5. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Oarson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doe.  67-C094;  FUed,  May  31,  1967: 

8:48  am.1 


(Notice  1067) 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 

CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 
Mat  26,  1967. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1.247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice,  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  Issue  of  April  20, 
1966,  which  became  effective  May  20, 
1966. 

The  publications  hereinafter  set  forth 
reflect  the  scope  of  the  applications  as 
flled  by  applicant,  and  may  Include  de¬ 
scriptions,  restrictions,  or  limitations 
which  are  not  In  a  form  acceptable  to  the 
Commission.  Authority  which  ultimately 
may  be  granted  as  a  result  of  the  appli¬ 
cations  here  noticed  will  not  necessarily 
reflect  the  phraseology  set  forth  in  the 
application  as  flled,  but  also  will  elim¬ 
inate  any  restrictions  which  are  not 
acceptable  to  the  Commission. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  110525  (8ub-No.  831),  flled 
May  22,  1967.  AppUcant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downlngtown,  Pa. 
19335.  Applicant’s  representatives:  Leon¬ 
ard  A.  Jaskiewlcz,  1155  15th  Street  NW., 
Madison  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005,  and  Edwin  H.  Van  Deusen  (same 
address  as  an>licant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  and 
hopper  t3rpe  vehicles,  from  Ottawa,  HI., 
and  points  within  5  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Kansas,  Arkansas,  Tennessee,  Kentucky, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Nebraska. 

HEARING:  June  12,  1967,  in  Room 
1086A,  U.S.  Courthouse  and  Federal 
OfBce  Building,  219  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
Qeorge  A.  Dahan. 

No.  MC  123067  (Sub-No.  56),  flled 
March  30, 1967.  AppUcant:  M  &  M  TANK 
lines,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  4174,  North 
Station,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  AppU¬ 
cant ’s  representatives:  Frank  C.  PhlUps, 
Post  Office  Box  612,  Winston-Salem,  N.C. 
27102,  and  James  K  Wilson,  1735  K 
Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  commodities, 
in  bulk  (except  cement  sand.  Including 
feldspathic  sand  and  fly  ash) .  from 
points  In  South  Carolina  (except  Charles¬ 
ton,  North  Charleston,  and  Edmund)  to 
points  in  South  Carolina,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Virginia,  Georgia,  and  Tennessee 
(except  Kingsport  and  ElizabeUiton) . 
Restriction:  The  above  authority  is  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
clay  from  points  In  Aiken  County,  S.C., 
com  products  from  Greer,  S.C.,  and 
points  within  5  mUes  thereof,  and  fer¬ 
tilizer,  fertUizer  materials,  stnd  fertUizer 
ingredients  from  Jericho,  Roebuck, 
Chester,  and  points  in  Charleston 
County,  S.C. 

HEARING:  June  12, 1967,  at  the  Ofllces 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  296)  (Re- 
publication),  flled  July  11,  1966,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  28, 
1966,  and  republished  this  Issue.  AppU- 
cant:  COLONIAL  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Post  OfBce 
Box  2169,  1215  Bankhead  Highway  West, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  C.  E.  Wesley  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  appUcant) .  By  application  flled 
July  11,  1966,  {^plicant  seeks  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  operation,  in  Interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  of  dairy  products.  Including  but¬ 
ter,  powdered  milk,  condensed  milk,  ice 
cream  mix,  and  oleomargarine,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Dubuque,  Iowa,  Hannibal,  Mo., 
and  points  In  Illinois  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  (except  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  and 
points  In  its  commercial  zone),  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Illinois  south  of  UJ3.  Highway  6  (except 
East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  and  points  in  Its 
commercial  zone) ,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  and 
(2)  between  Louisville,  Ky..  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Knoxville,  Tenn., 
restricted  against  (a)  traffic  originating 
at  Dubuque,  Iowa,  and  destined  to  points 
In  Georgia,  Alabama,  Florida,  Ohio,  New 
York,  and  Pennsylvania,  and  (b)  tack¬ 
ing  with  applicant’s  presently  held  au¬ 
thority. 

A  report  of  the  Commission,  Operating 
Rights  Review  Board  Number  2,  decided 
May  18,  1967,  and  served  May  23,  1967, 
as  amended,  finds  that  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
require  operation  by  iqiplicant.  In  Inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  cmnmerce,  as  a  ocMnmon 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  dairy  products,  (1)  between 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  Hannibal,  Mo.,  and 
points  In  Illinois  south  of  UJ3.  Highway 
6  (except  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  and  points 
in  its  commercial  zone) ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Illinois  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  6  (except  Ekut  St. 
Louis,  HI.,  and  points  In  Its  commercial 
zone),  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Louisville.  Ky., 
and  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  and  (2)  between 
Louisville.  Ky.,  and  Knoxville,  ’Term.,  re¬ 
stricted  against  tacking  with  authority 
presently  held  by  a]K>llcant  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  performing  a  through  transpor¬ 


tation  service;  that  applicant  Is  flt,  will¬ 
ing,  and  able  proper^  to  perform  such 
service  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder.  Because  It  is  possible 
that  other  parties,  who  have  relied  upon 
the  notice  of  the  application  as  pub¬ 
lished,  may  have  an  interest  in  and 
would  be  prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper 
notice  of  the  authority  described  in  the 
findings  in  this  order,  a  notice  of  the  au¬ 
thority  actually  granted  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  Issuance  of 
a  certiflcate  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
withheld  for  a  period  of  30  days  from  the 
date  of  such  publication,  during  which 
period  any  proper  party  in  interest  may 
file  an  iqjproprlate  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  in  this  proceeding  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  precise  manner  In  which  It 
has  been  so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  120837  (Sub-No.  3)  (RepubU- 
cation).  filed  July  20,  1966,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  August  25, 
1966,  and  republished,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  BARTON  LYMAN,  doing  bus¬ 
iness  as  LYMAN  TRUCK  LINE,  Post 
Office  Box  377  Blandlng,  Utah.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  S.  Rich¬ 
ards,  1610  Walker  Bank  Building,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  By  application 
flled  July  20,  1966,  applicant  seeks  a  cer¬ 
tiflcate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  operation.  In  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
and  Irregular  routes.  (1)  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  between  points  in  that 
area  in  San  Juan  County.  Utah,  located 
on,  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  160,  be¬ 
tween  Monticello,  Utah,  and  the  Utah- 
Colorado  State  line,  and  located  cm  the 
east  of  Utah  Highway  47,  said  area  be¬ 
ginning  bounded  on  the  south  by  the 
Utah-Aiizona  State  line,  on  the  east  by 
the  Utah-Colorado  State  line,  on  the 
north  by  UJS.  IHghway  160,  and  on  the 
west  by  Utah  Highway  47.  and  (2)  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  betwem 
Blandlng,  Utah,  cm  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  those  points  In  San  Juan 
Coimty,  Utah,  west  of  Utah  Highway  47 
(east  of  the  Colorado  River  and  south  ctf 
a  line  running  due  west  from  Monticello. 
Utah),  and  over  regular  routes,  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  (a)  between 
the  Utah-Arlzona  State  line  smd  Junction 
Arizona  Highway  64  and  UJB.  Highway 
89;  from  the  Utah-Arlzona  State  line 
over  Arizona  Highway  464  to  Jimction 
Arizona  Highway  64.  thence  over  Arizona 
Highway  64  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
89,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points. 

(b)  Between  Monticello,  Utah,  and 
the  Utah-Aiizona  State  line,  over  Utah 
Highway  47,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  (c)  between  Blandlng  and 
Natural  Bridge  National  Monument, 
Utah,  over  Utah  Highway  95.  with  service 
to  be  an  on-call  service  only.  Applicant 
holds  certificates  of  registration  Nos.  MC 
120837  (Sub-No.  1)  and  (Sub-No.  2). 
issued  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  206(a)(7)  and  206(a)(6),  respec¬ 
tively.  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act; 
that  such  certifleates  of  registration  are 
valid  imder  the  terms  thereof  and  under 
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the  provisions  of  sections  206(a)  (6)  and 
(7)  of  the  act  tmly  so  long  as  applicant 
is  engaged  solely  within  the  State  of  Utah 
in  the  operations  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  authorized  in  such  certificates 
of  registration;  that  such  certificates  of 
registration  will  no  longer  be  valid  when 
i^licant  commences  multistate  opera¬ 
tions  under  the  authority  granted  in  this 
proceeding;  and  that  applicant  is  will¬ 
ing  to  tender  for  cancellation  such  cer¬ 
tificates  of  registration  if  the  Instant 
application  is  granted;  applicant  also 
has  an  application  pending  in  No.  MC 
120836  (Sub-No.  3)  to  transport  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions,  in 
a  described  area  of  Utah  and  Arizona; 
and  that  such  application  embraces  the 
authority  now  hcdd  by  applicant  imder 
certificates  of  registration  Nos.  MC 
120836  (Sub-No.  1)  andMC  120836  (Sub- 
No.  2) .  The  service  which  applicant  seeks 
to  provide  involves  special  operations. 
Compare  Prue  Common  Carrier  Applica¬ 
tion,  31  M.C.C.  789;  the  authority  to 
transport  passengers  over  Irregular 
routes  cannot  be  granted  unless  re¬ 
stricted  to  soecial  («>erations,  because  of 
the  proviso  of  section  207(a)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  COTunerce  Act  which  precludes 
the  issuance  of  a  certificate  “to  any  com¬ 
mon  carrier  of  passengers  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle  for  operations  over  other  than  a  regu¬ 
lar  route  or  routes,  and  between  fixed 
termini,  except  as  such  carriers  may  be 
authorized  to  engage  in  special  or  char¬ 
ter  operations”. 

An  order  of  the  Commission,  Operating 
Rights  Board  No.  1.  dated  May  17,  1967, 
and  served  March  23, 1967,  finds  that  the 
present,  and  future  public  convenience 
and  nec^ity  require  operation  by  iqipli- 
csmt,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regxilar  routes,  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage.  (1)  between  MonUcello, 
Utah,  and  Junction  Arizona  Highway  64 
and  UJS.  Highway  89:  from  Monticello 
over  Utah  Highway  47  to  the  Utah-Ari- 
zona  State  line,  thence  over  Arizona 
Highway  464  to  Junction  Arizona  High¬ 
way  64  at  or  near  Kayenta,  Ariz.,  thence 
over  Arizona  Highway  64  to  Jimctlon  UB. 
Highway  89,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
(2)  between  Junction  Utah  Highways  47 
and  262,  and  the  Utah-Oolorado  State 
line,  over  Utah  Highway  262,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  (3)  between  Junc¬ 
tion  Utah  Highways  47  and  95,  south  of 
Blanding,  Utah,  and  the  Colorado  River, 
over  Utah  Highway  95,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  (4)  between  Junc¬ 
tion  Utah  Highways  95  and  261,  and 
Junction  Utah  Highways  261  and  47,  over 
Utah  Highway  261,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points;  that  aimlicant  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
thereimder  and  that  an  appropriate  cer¬ 
tificate  should  be  issued  concurrently 
with  final  disposition  of  No.  MC-120836 
(Sub-No.  3),  and  the  coincidental  can¬ 
cellation  at  applicant’s  request  of  his 
certificate  of  registration  Nos.  MC  120837 
(Sub-No.  1)  and  (Sub-No.  2)  dated  Oc¬ 


tober  21,  1963,  and  March  13,  1964, 
respectively. 

Because  it  is  possible  that  other  parties, 
who  have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the 
application  as  published,  may  have  an 
Interest  in  and  woiild  be  prejudiced  by 
the  lack  of  pit^r  notice  of  the  author¬ 
ity  described  in  the  findings  in  this  (»rder, 
a  notice  of  the  authority  actually  granted 
will  be  published  in  the  Fxdesal  Reqistkr 
and  issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  withheld  for  a  period  of 
30  days  from  the  date  of  such  publica¬ 
tion,  during  which  period  any  proper 
party  in  interest  may  file  an  appropriate 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
precise  manner  in  which  it  has  been  so 
prejudiced. 

Notice  of  Filing  or  Petitions 

Nos.  MC  75568  and  MC  65876  (NoUce 
of  Filing  of  Petitimi  To  Reopen  “Grand¬ 
father”  Dockets  for  the  PuiTX)6e  of  Cor¬ 
recting  Certificates) ,  filed  April  24, 
1967.  Petitioner:  MERCURY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Val  M.  Hig¬ 
gins,  1000  First  National  Bank  Building, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  On  October  16, 
1942,  a  certificate  was  issued  to  Consoli¬ 
dated  Motor  Freight  Terminal,  Inc.,  in 
MC  75568  which  authorized  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  general  commodities,  over 
irregrular  routes,  “between  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  and  points  and  places  in  that  por¬ 
tion  of  Minnesota  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  West  St.  Paul,  and  extend¬ 
ing  through  South  St.  Paul,  Invergrove, 
Newport,  North  St.  Paul,  Cardigan  Junc¬ 
tion,  New  Brighton,  Fridley,  Robbinsdale, 
Golden  Valley,  Hc^kins,  Richfield,  and 
Mendota,  Minn.,  and  thence  to  point  of 
beginning.”  By  order  of  February  14, 
1944,  in  No.  MC-FC-18720  petitioner 
was  granted  permission  to  purchase  the 
above  authority.  By  certificate  dated 
May  15,  1950,  Peter  C.  Peterson,  Karl  K. 
Peterson,  and  Clarence  D.  Peterson,  a 
partnership,  doing  business  as  Bison 
Freight  Line,  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  in  MC 
65876,  were  authorized  to  transport: 
General  commodities,  with  the  usual  ex¬ 
ceptions,  •  *  •  between  Minneapolis, 
St.  Paul,  South  St.  Paul,  Invergrove 
(Inver  Grove),  West  St.  Paul,  Newport, 
North  St.  Paul,  Columbus  Heights,  Rob¬ 
binsdale,  St.  Louis  Park,  Hopkins,  Edina, 
Richfield.  Red  Rock,  McCarron  Lake, 
Fort  Snelllng,  and  the  State  Fair 
Groimds,  Minn.  *  *  *.  Bison  Freight 
Line  sub^uently  incorporated  as  Bison 
Freight  Line,  Inc.,  and  eventually  sold 
the  involved  authority  to  petitioner  in 
No.  MC-P-7454.  Petitioner  now  holds 
authority  in  No.  MC  103017  Sub  1,  which 
authorizes,  among  other  things,  the 
transportation  of  general  commo^ties, 
between  points  in  the  Minneapolis-St. 
Paul  c(xnmerclal  zone.  Petition  states 
that  while  it  may  appear  the  authority 
to  serve  the  Mlnnecq)olls-St.  Paul  com¬ 
mercial  zone  and  authority  to  serve  the 
“named  ix>int8”,  is,  for  all  practical 
purposes,  the  same  thing,  such  is  not  the 
case.  By  the  Instant  petlticm,  petiticmer 
prays  that  Nos.  MC  75568,  and  MC  65876 
be  reopened  for  the  purpose  of  correcting 


a  mutual  mistake  in  the  certificate  issued 
therein  and  that  the  so-called  “named 
points”  of  South  St.  Paul,  Columbus 
Heights,  Robbinsdale,  St.  Louis  Park, 
H(H>kins,  Edina,  Richfield,  Red  Rock, 
McCarron  Lake,  Fort  Snelllng,  and  the 
State  Fair  Grounds,  Minn.,  be  included 
in  a  corrected  certificate  issued  therein. 
Any  Interested  person  desiring  to  partici 
pate,  may  file  an  original  and  six  copies 
of  his  written  r^resentations,  views,  or 
argument  in  support  of,  or  against,  the 
petition  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC  123902  and  No.  MC  123902 
(Sub-No.  1),  (NoUce  of  Filing  of  PeU- 
Uon  for  ModlficaUon  of  CommodiUes  De- 
scripUon),  filed  April  28,  1967.  PeU- 
Uoner:  NORTH  JE31SEY  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  292,  Sparta,  N.J. 
Petitioner  states  that  it  holds  permit  in 
MC  123209  and  MC  123902  Sub  No.  1  to 
transport:  Foam  rubber,  loose. and  in 
packages,  over  irregular  routes,  from 
Franklin  and  Newton,  UJ.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delawsuv,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Jersey.  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia.  District  of  Columbia,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Indiana,  and  Illinois,  re 
stricted  to  a  transportation  service  to  to 
performed  imder  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  American  Urethage, 
Inc.  of  Franklin,  N.J.  By  the  instant  pe 
Ution,  peUUoner  desires  to  substitute  in 
lieu  of  the  above  portion  of  the  authority 
“Foam  Rubber,  loose  and  in  packages 
“Plastic,  plastic  articles  or  materials  ex 
panded,  foamed,  cellular  or  sponge,  loose 
or  in  packages.”  Petitioner  states  this 
requested  change  in  wording  does  not 
result  in  an  expansion  of  the  authority 
nor  does  it  change  the  type  and  nature  of 
the  products  being  transported,  but  is 
only  a  chtmge  in  the  wording  of  the  per 
mit  to  more  adequately  describe  the 
product  being  shipped.  Any  Interested 
person  desiring  to  participate  may  file 
an  original  and  six  copies  of  his  written 
representations,  views,  or  argument  in 
support  of,  or  against,  the  petition  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Applications  for  CERTmcATES  or  Per 

kits  Which  Are  To  Be  Processed  Con 

CURRENTLY  WiTH  APPLICATIONS  UNDER 

Section  S  Governed  by  Special  Rule 

1.240  to  the  Extent  Applicable 

No.  MC  87909  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  May 
15,  1967.  Arollcant:  ARROW  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  498  First  Avenue 
NW.,  New  Brighton,  Minn.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  H.  Lewis,  ’The  1650 
Grant  Street  Building,  Denver.  Colo.  Au 
thorlty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading) ,  (1)  between  W^iterloo,  Iowa,  and 
St.  Paul  -  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  from 
Waterloo  over  UJ3.  Highway  63  to  Junc- 
ticHi  UJS.  Highway  52,  thence  over  U.S. 
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Highway  52  to  8t.  Paul,  thence  over  city 
street  to  MlnneiH>oll8,  and  return  oyer 
tbe  same  route  serving  no  Intermediate 
points,  and  (2)  between  Oelweln,  Iowa, 
and  St.  Paul-Mlnneapolls,  Minn.,  from 
Oelweln  over  Iowa  Highway  3  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U  S.  Highway  63,  thence  over  the 
route  specified  Immediately  above  to  St. 
Paul,  thence  over  city  streets  to  Minne¬ 
apolis,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  no  Intermediate  points.  Notk: 
Applicant  states  It  presently  holds  au¬ 
thority  over  Irregular  routes  transpHjrt- 
Ing  general  commodities,  with  the  ex¬ 
ceptions  previously  noted,  between 
Waterloo  and  Oelweln,  Iowa,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Minneapolis  and 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  This  application  Is  di¬ 
rectly  related  to  MC-F  9750,  published 
Fedkral  Registir  issue  of  May  24,  1967. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  Minneapolis,  Mltin.,  Chicago,  HI., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  foUowlng  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  xmder  sec¬ 
tions  5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  certain  other  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  respect  thereto.  (49  CFR 
1240.) 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-P-9518  (EARL  P.  BUCKING¬ 
HAM  k  DOROTHY  M.  BUCKINGHAM 
-Control— GOLDSTEIN  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  ft  STORAGE,  INC.)  published 
in  the  September  14,  1966,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Agister  on  page  12035.  Peti¬ 
tions  filed  May  22, 1967,  for  (1)  substitu¬ 
tion  of  applicants  and  eunendment  of  ap¬ 
plication,  to  show  EARL  F.  BUCKING¬ 
HAM,  DOROTHY  M.  BUCKINGHAM, 
LEONARD  L.  HANEY,  LAWRENCE 
HANCOCK,  JR.,  GORDON  P,  WEICHEL, 
TRANSPORT  SERVICE,  INC.,  GOLD¬ 
STEIN  TRANSPORTAITON  AND 
STORAGE,  INC.,  COLO.  FREIGHT 
DISTRIBUTION.  INC.,  and  R.  A. 
QOULD,  INC.,  as  Applicants,  and  (2) 
substitution  of  the  controlling  party  un¬ 
der  the  section  210a(b) ,  to  show  TRANS¬ 
PORT  SERVICE,  INC.,  in  lieu  of  EARL 
P.  BUCKINGHAM  and  DOROTHY  M. 
BUCKINGHAM. 

No.  MC-F-9754.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  TRI-STATE  MOTOR  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CO.,  Post  Office  Box  113,  Interstate 
Business  Route  44.  Joplin.  Mo.  64802,  of 
U.  S.  A.  C.  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  25200 
West  Six  Mile  Road,  Detroit.  Mich.  48240. 
Applicants’  attorneys;  Walter  N.  Blene- 
man,  Suite  1700,  One  Woodward  Avenue. 
Detroit,  Mich.  48226,  and  Max  O.  Mor¬ 
gan,  450  American  National  Building, 
Oklahoma  City.  Okla.  73102.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  controlled:  Oerieral 
commodities,  except  new  passoiger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  commodities  moving  In  tank 
vehicles,  and  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  Irregular 
routes,  between  points  In  Utah,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  Kansas,  California.  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Georgia,  New  York.  Tennessee. 


Florida,  Virginia,  South  Dakota,  Mon¬ 
tana.  Colorado.  Alabama,  and  Illinois,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports  of 
entiy  on  the  Pacific  Coast  and  those  on 
the  United  States-Canada  boundary  line, 
with  restriction;  grounded  and  disabled 
airplanes  and  uncrated  airplane  parts. 
between  points  In  that  part  of  the  United 
States  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  that  river  to  its  source 
nesir  Grand  Rapids,  Minn.,  thence  along 
a  line  extending  In  a  northerly  direction 
to  the  boimdary  of  the  United  States  and 
Canada  at  Pelland,  Minn.,  with  restric¬ 
tion;  airplanes  and  airplane  parts,  be¬ 
tween  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  Hagerstown, 
Md.;  such  commodities  as  contractors’ 
equipment,  heavy  and  bulky  articles, 
machinery  and  machine  parts,  and  ar¬ 
ticles  requiring  specialized  handling  or 
rigging,  between  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Vlrgina,  West  Virglna,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania. 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  Ohio,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia;  aircraft, 
assembled  or  dismantled,  and  component 
parts  of  any  partially  dismantled  unit 
of  aircraft  moving  in  connection  there- 
witii,  aircraft  parts,  crated  or  uncrated, 
restricted  to  parts  requiring  special 
equipment  or  handling  by  reason  of  size, 
weight,  or  fragile  character,  for  aircraft 
or  component  parts  thereof  which  have 
had  a  prior  movement,  and  special  fa¬ 
cilities  and  empty  containers  used  by 
said  carrier  in  the  transportation  of  tlm 
above-described  aircraft  and  aircraft 
parts,  between  points  In  Robertson 
Township,  St.  Louis  County,  Mo.,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  Muroc  Air 
Force  Base,  Calif.,  traversing  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Idaho,  Kan¬ 
sas.  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahmna,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Wyoming 
for  operating  convenience  only. 

Contractors’  equipment  and  commodi¬ 
ties,  the  transportation  of  which  because 
of  their  size  or  weight  requires  the  use 
of  special  eqxilpment,  between  points  in 
Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Ohio  and  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan;  single  or  concen¬ 
tric  cylinders  or  containers,  loaded  or 
empty,  which  because  of  si^,  or  con¬ 
struction  require  special  equipment  or 
handling,  and  accessories,  components, 
and  related  parts  thereof  moving  in  con- 
nectltm  therewith,  except  such  of  the 
foregoing  commodities  as  are  used  in  or 
In  connection  with  the  discovery,  de¬ 
velopment,  production,  refining,  manu¬ 
facture,  processing,  storage,  transmis¬ 
sion,  and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products.  or  in  connection  with  the  oon- 
etructioiv,  <^>eration.  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  pipe 
lines,  including  the  stringing  and  pick¬ 
ing  up  thereof,  between  the  Nevada  Test 
Site  of  the  UB.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion  located  near  Mercury.  Nev.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Albuquer¬ 
que  and  Los  Alamos.  N.  Mex.;  radio- 
controlled  aircraft,  fully  or  partially  as¬ 
sembled.  uncrated.  with  or  without  Jet 
thrust  units,  and  parts  and  equipment 


for  edreraft  described  above  when  mov¬ 
ing  with  a  shipment  of  aircraft  described 
above,  between  the  plantsltes  of  North¬ 
rop  Ventura  Division,  at  Van  Nuys 
and  Rancho  Conejo  (Newberry  Park), 
Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  El  Paso,  Texas;  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which,  becaxise  of  size 
or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  special  handling,  from 
points  In  Michigan  and  Ohio,  to  points 
In  California,  Nevada,  and  Utah,  with 
restrictions;  source  materials,  special 
nuclear  materials,  and  byproducts  ma¬ 
terials.  radioactive  materials,  and  related 
reactor  experiment  equipment,  compo¬ 
nent  parts  and  associated  materials,  from 
points  In  Campbell  County,  Va.,  to  points 
In  the  United  States,  except  those  in 
Alaska,  Georgia,  Hawaii,  Ohio,  Indiana, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and 
Virginia,  points  in  Michigan  on  and 
south  of  Michigan  Highway  21  and  those 
in  the  Cfiilcago,  HI.,  Cconmercial  Zone, 
the  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  Commercial  Zone, 
and  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Commercial  Zone; 
helicopters  and  component  parts  par¬ 
tially  knocked  down,  uncrated.  and 
blades  and  booms  th^eof,  crated,  be¬ 
tween  the  plantsltes  of  Hughes  Tool  Co. 
located  In  Culver  City,  CaUf..  and  points 
In  that  part  of  the  United  States,  In¬ 
cluding  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii, 
west  of  the  Mississippi  River  beginning 
west  of  a  line  at  the  mouth  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  and  extending  along  the 
river  to  its  source  near  Grand  Rapids, 
Minn.,  thence  along  a  line  extending  in 
a  northerly  direction  to  the  United 
States-Canada  boundary  line  at  Pelland, 
Minn.,  aerospace  craft,  fully  assembled 
or  partially  dismantled,  and  aerospace 
craft  parts,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  such  described  parts  whi^  be¬ 
cause  of  size,  weight,  or  fragile  character, 
require  the  use  of  special  eq\ilpment  or 
handling,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  Jimction  with  the  western  boimdary 
of  Itasca  County,  Minn.,  thence  north¬ 
ward  along  the  western  boundary  of 
Itasca  and  Kooi^lchlng  Counties,  Minn., 
to  the  United  States-Canada  boundary 
line,  between  the  points  described  above, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  that  part  of  the  United  States 
west  of  the  above-described  line,  with 
restriction. 

Self -propelled  street  sweepers  weigh¬ 
ing  less  than  15,000  pounds,  each  (except 
those  which  because  of  size  of  weight 
required  the  use  of  special  equipment  or 
spedal  handling),  and  parts,  attach¬ 
ments,  and  accessories  therefor,  when 
moving  therewith,  from  Indianapolis. 
Ind.,  to  points  In  the  United  States  (ex- 
c^t  points  In  Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Hawaii,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oregem,  Utah,  Washington, 
Wyoming,  and  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
points  in  Alabama  within  65  miles  of 
Birmingham),  with  restriction;  heavy 
machinery  and  articles  which  require 
specialized  handling  or  rigging  because 
of  their  size  or  weight,  between  points  In 
Lucas  County,  C^o.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  lower 
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peninsula  of  Michigan;  and  radio-con- 
troUed  aircraft,  assenibled.  and 

radio-controUed  aircraft  parts  and 
equipment  in  mixed  loads  with  radio- 
controlled  aircraft,  between  El  Paso. 
Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Travis  Air  Force  Base  and  Oak- 
Ismd  Army  Terminal,  Calif.,  with  restric¬ 
tion.  TRI-STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT 
CO.,  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  all  States  in  the  United 
States  (except  Hawaii)  and  the  District 
of  Coliunbia.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-9755.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WELLS  FARQO 
ARMORED  TRANSPORT  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  277  Park  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10017,  of  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  WELLS  PAR(30  ARMORED 
SERVICE  CORPORATION,  65  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.Y.  10006,  and  for 
acquisition  by  BAKER  INDUSTRIES. 
INC.,  374  University  Avenue,  Newark, 
N.J..  and  in  turn  by  SOLOMON  R. 
BAKER,  404  North  Roxbury  Drive,  Bev¬ 
erly  Hills,  Calif.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  David  O.  Msuidonald, 
1000  16th  Street  NW.,  Suite  502,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20036.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Currency,  se¬ 
curities,  gold,  silver,  and  bullion,  as  a 
contract  carrier  over  irregular  routes, 
between  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
Westchester  Coimty,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  certain  specified 
points  in  New  Jersey,  between  New  York, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Washington.  D.C.,  Wilmington,  Del., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Greenwich  and 
Hartford.  Conn.,  traversing  the  State  of 
Maryland  for  operating  convenience 
only,  between  Trenton,  NJ.,  and  Phil- 
adelirtiia.  Pa.;  coin,  between  Boston, 
Mass.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
and  Washington,  D.C.,  and  bullion,  from 
New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
with  restriction.  WELLS  FARGO 
ARMORED  TRANSPORT  CX)RPORA- 
TION  holds  no  authority  with  this  Com¬ 
mission.  However,  its  motor  carrier  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  WELLS  FORGO  ARMORED 
SERVICE  CXDRPORAnON  (A  MISSIS¬ 
SIPPI  CXJRPORATION) ,  277  Monroe 
Avenue,  Post  Office  Box  66.  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier  in  Georgia  and  South 
Carolina,  and  WELLS  FARGO 
ARMORED  SERVICE  CORPORATTON 
(A  TENNESSEE  CORPORATION),  277 
Monroe  Avenue,  Post  Office  Box  66, 
Memphis.  Tenn.  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier  in  West  Virginia, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Arkansas,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Missouri,  Georgia,  Maryland,  Ala¬ 
bama,  North  Carolina,  Florida,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Arkansas,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia, 
South  Carolina,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-9756.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  H  E  N  N I S 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
612,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  27102,  of  the 
operating  rights  and  property  of  RE- 
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FRIGERATED  EXPRESS  LINES,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  1506,  Plant  City,  Fla., 
and  for  acquisition  by  8.  H.  MITCHELL, 
also  of  Winston-Salem.  N.C.,  of  control 
of  such  rights  and  property  through  the 
transaction.  Applicants’  attorney  and 
representative:  James  E.  WUson.  1735 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006, 
and  Frank  C.  Philips,  Post  Office  Box 
612,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  27102.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled  and 
merged:  Frozen  foods,  and  fresh  fruits 
and  fresh  vegetables,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  over  irregular  routes,  between  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Alabama,  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  31,  except  Montgomery, 
and  those  in  Florida,  North  Carolina, 
and  South  Carolina.  HENNIS  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  Georgia,  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina.  Virginia, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Mary¬ 
land,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  West  Virginia,  Massachusetts. 
Rhode  Island,  Florida,  Delaware,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Wisconsin,  Kentucky,  Alabama, 
Connecticut,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-9757.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MOTC^  FREIGHT  EX¬ 
PRESS,  Arsenal  Road  and  Toronita 
Street.  York,  Pa.  17405,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  property  of  HOLLAND 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
Summit  Street,  Peabody,  Mass.  01960, 
and  for  acquisition  by  MERCHANTS 
TERMINAL  CXDRPORATTON,  501  North 
Kresson  Street,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and,  in 
turn  by  HOFPBERGER  POUNDATTON. 
INC.,  900  Garrett  Building,  Baltimore, 
Md..  of  control  of  such  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorneys:  Robert  H.  Griswold.  100  Pine 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108,  and  Sig¬ 
mund  R.  Kallins,  900  Garrett  Building, 
Baltimore,  Md.  21202.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities.  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  regular 
routes,  between  New  Haven,  Conn.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  between  New  Haven, 
Conn.,  and  Hartford,  Conn.,  between 
Hartford,  Conn.,  and  Providence,  R.I., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  between 
Palmer,  Mass.,  smd  Boston,  Mass.,  serv¬ 
ing  the  intermediate  points  of  Worcester, 
Mass.,  between  Worcester,  Mass.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Woonsocket,  R.I.,  and  certain 
points  in  Massachusetts,  between  Spring- 
field,  Mass.,  and  North  Adams,  Mass.,  be¬ 
tween  Shelburne,  Mass.,  and  Fitchburg, 
Mass.,  between  Littleton  Common,  Mass., 
and  Boston,  Mass.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  between  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
New  Yoik,  N.Y.,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Pawtucket  and  Providence,  R.I., 
New  Haven,  Conn.,  and  those  between 
New  Haven  and  New  York,  subject,  how¬ 
ever  to  the  conditions  that  Providence  is 
restricted  against  westbound  traffic  via 
U.S.  Highway  1  east  of  New  Haven,  and 
New  Haven  is  restricted  against  east- 
bound  traffic  via  U.S.  fflghway  1  west  of 


Pawtucket,  between  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Scranton,  Pa.,  serving  the  int^mediate 
points  of  Dunellen  and  Bound  Brook, 
N  J.,  and  Wilkes-Barre  and  Pittston,  Pa.; 
serving  certain  off-route  points  with  and 
without  restrictions;  between  Jxmctlon 
Massachusetts  Highway  9  and  US. 
Highway  20.  and  Worcester,  Mass.,  be¬ 
tween  Jimctlon  U.S.  Highway  20  and 
Massachusetts  Highway  15.  and  East 
Hartford,  Conn.,  between  East  Hartford, 
Conn.,  and  New  Haven.  Ck>nn.,  between 
Providence,  R.I.,  and  junction  Rhode 
Island  Highways  3  and  84  at  Hoppenton, 
R.I.,  between  junction  Rhode  Island 
Highways  3  and  84  and  Groton,  Conn., 
between  Boston,  Mass.,  and  North  Attle¬ 
boro,  Mass.,  between  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  and  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  1  at 
Attleboro,  Mass.,  and  Providence,  RI., 
not  serving  termini  or  intermediate 
points  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
for  operating  convenience  only;  general 
commodities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  In 
bulk,  over  irregular  routes,  between  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Westchester 
County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey,  between 
IX)ints  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Camden, 
N.J.;  and  general  commodities,  between 
points  in  Massachusetts.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey, 
Delawsu-e,  Maryland,  Vix^nia,  Ohio, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MCJ-P-9758.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  EAGLE  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  830  North  33d  Street,  Post  Office 
Box  1348,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35201,  of  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of  LOW- 
THER  TRUCKINO  COMPANY,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  2115,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28201,  and 
for  acquisition  by  PRANCES  W.  ED¬ 
WARDS  and  O.  M.  COOK,  SR.,  both  also 
of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorney:  ROBERT  M.  PEARCE,  Cen¬ 
tral  Building,  1033  State  Street.  Bowling 
Green,  Ky.  42101.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred;  Electrical  conduit  and 
fittings  and  attachments  therefor,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
from  Glendale,  W.  Va..  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Tennessee,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Georgia  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  a 
point  east  of  Savannah,  Oa.,  on  the  At¬ 
lantic  Cosist  tmd  extending  along  U.S 
Highway  80  to  junction  UB.  Highway  280, 
and  thence  along  UB.  Highway  280  to  the 
Georgla-Alabama  State  line,  with  re¬ 
striction;  conduit  and  pipe  and  fittings 
and  attachments  for  conduit  and  pipe, 
from  Glendale,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Oklsdioma,  tmd  Texas;  and 
conduit  and  pipe  and  fittings  and  at¬ 
tachments  therefor  (except  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment) .  from  Glen¬ 
dale.  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico, 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  Montana,  Idaho, 
Washington.  Oregon,  California,  Nevada, 
Arizona,  and  Utah.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  all 
points  in  the  United  States  (excluding 
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Hawaii.  Indiana,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  Jersey*  Maryland,  and  the 
District  of  Coliimbia).  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b> . 

No.  MC-P-0759.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  BAY  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  1327,  Dothan, 
Ala ,  of  the  operating  rights  and  property 
of  ST.  ANDREWS  BAY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY,  INC.,  127  North  Pos¬ 
ter,  Dothan,  Ala.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
0.  Milton  Adams,  Post  Office  Box  1327, 
Dothan,  Ala.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Maurice  P.  Bishop, 
327  Prank  Nelson  Building,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35203.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  GenercU  commodities, 
excepting,  among  others,  household 
goods  and  commodities  In  bulk,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes 
between  Dothan,  Ala.,  and  Marianna, 
Fla.,  serving  the  Intermediate  points  of 
Cottonwood  and  Orangeburg,  Ala.,  and 
certain  points  In  Plorlda,  and  the  off- 
route  point  of  Sealy  Springs,  Ala.;  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  between  Dothan,  Ala., 
and  Panama  City,  Pla.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  commodities  generally, 
except  explosives  euid  inflammables,  be¬ 
tween  Dothan,  Ala.,  and  Columbus,  Oa., 
serving  the  intermediate  points  of  Webb 
and  Coliunbia,  Ala.,  and  certain  points 
In  Georgia;  general  commodities,  except 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Murphy’s  Junction,  Ala.,  and 
Junction  Plorlda  Highway  52  and  U.S. 
Highway  231,  between  Psmsona  City,  Pla., 
and  Beacon  Hill,  Pla.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  serving  four  alternate 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only; 
and  explosives  and  inflammables,  except 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Dothan.  Ala.,  and  Columbus,  CM., 
serving  the  intermediate  smd  off-route 
points  of  Webb  and  Columbia,  Ala.,  and 
certain  points  in  Gteorgla.  BAY  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  holds  no  au¬ 
thority  with  this  Compai^on.  However, 
Its  controlling  .stockholder,  controls 
GEORGIA  PLORIDA  ALABAMA 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  Post 
Office  Box  1327,  1541  Reeves  Street, 
Dothan,  Ala.  36301,  which  is  authorized 
to  operate  cm  a  common  carrier  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Plorlda,  Tennessee,  cmd 
Mississippi.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b). 

No.  MC^-P-9760.  Authority  sought  for 
(1)  control  by  TRANSPORT  SERVICE, 
INC..  5231  Monroe  Street.  Denver,  Colo. 
80216.  of  (a)  R.  A.  GOULD,  INC.,  1030 
South  Redwood  RocmI,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  and  (b)  COLO,  PREIOHT  DIS¬ 
TRIBUTION,  INC.,  1420  38th  Street. 
Denver,  Colo.  80205  (Applicants  propose 
the  authority  of  OOLDS’TEIN  ’TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  AND  STORAGE,  INC.,  to 
be  liquidated  into  this  company  before 
the  stock  exchange) ,  and  for  acquisition 
by  JERRY  D.  McMORRIS,  and  DONN 
D.  McMORRIS,  both  also  of  Denver, 
Colo.,  of  control  of  R.  A.  GOULD,  INC., 
and  COIX>.  PREIOHT  DISTREBUTTON, 
INC.,  throiigh  the  acquisition  by  TRANS¬ 
PORT  SERVICE.  INC.;  and  (2)  merger 
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by  COLO.  PREIOHT  DIS’TRIBUTTON, 
INC.,  1420  38th  Street.  Denver,  Colo. 
80205,  of  R.  A.  GOULD,  INC.,  1030 
South  Redwood  Road,  Etatlt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  and  for  acquisition  by  LEONARD 
L.  HANEY.  LAWRENCE  HANCOCK, 
JR.,  and  GORDON  P.  WEICHEL,  all  also 
of  Denver,  Colo.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  transaction. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Leslie  R.  Kehl,  420 
Denver  Club  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be  (1) 
controlled  and  (2)  merged:  (1(A)  smd  2) 
R.  A.  GOULD,  INC.:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and 
commodities  requiring  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  Rico,  Colo.,  and 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  petroleiun  products,  acids 
and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
conunodities  of  \musual  value,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  between 
certain  specified  points  in  Utidi.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Grand  Coimty,  Utah  (except  points 
located  on  U.S.  Highways  6  and  160), 
and  points  in  San  Juan  County,  Utah 
(except  points  located  on  U.S.  Highway 
160  and  Utah  Highway  47) ;  ore  and  ore 
concentrates,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Dolores  County,  Colo.,  to  certain  speci- 
fled  points  in  Utah,  from  the  mlllsite  of 
the  Texas-Zinc  Minerals  Corp.,  near 
Mexican  Hat.  Utah,  to  Flagstaff,  Ariz., 
and  those  points  within  25  miles  of 
Flagstaff  which  are  on  and  north  of 
UJ3.  Highway  66,  with  restrictions; 

Machinery,  supplies,  and  equipment, 
incidental  to.  or  used  in  the  construction, 
development,  and  operation  of,  facilities 
for  the  discovery,  milling,  and  mining  of 
ores  and  minerals,  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  from  points  in  Utah  to  points  in 
Dolores  County,  Colo.;  copper  ore  con¬ 
centrates,  in  bulk,  from  the  plantslte  of 
the  Texas-Zlnc  Minerals  Corp.,  near 
Mexican  Hat,  Utah,  to  Crescent  Junction, 
Utah;  and  machinery,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  equipment  incidental  to,  or 
used  in  the  construction,  development, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  facilities 
used  for  the  discovery,  development,  pro¬ 
duction,  mining,  and  milling  of  ores  and 
minerals  (except  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  petroleum  products  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  shipments  weighing  less  than  100 
pounds),  from  Flagstaff,  Ariz.,  to  those 
points  within  25  miles  of  Flagstaff  whlcdi 
are  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  66.  to 
the  mlllsite  of  the  Texas-Zinc  Minends 
Corp.,  near  Mexican  Hat,  Utah,  with  re¬ 
striction;  and(l(B))  (Tlds  authority  of 
GOLDSTEIN  TRANSPORTATION  AND 
STORAGE.  INC.,  1420  38th  Street.  Den¬ 
ver.  Colo.  80205,  is  to  be  liquidated  into 
COLO.  FREIGHT  DISTRIBUTTON, 
INC.)  General  commodities,  excepting, 
among  others,  household  goo^  and  com- 
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modltles  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  between  Denver, 
Colo.,  and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  and  the  off-route  point  of  kfani- 
tou,  Colo.,  and  serving  one  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only;  and  im- 
der  a  certificate  of  registration,  in  No. 
MC-1977  Sub  11,  covering  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  property,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  in  intrastate  commerce,  within  the 
State  of  Colorado.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-9761.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ELLSWORTH  BROS. 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer 
J,  Stroud,  Okla.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
SOUTHWEST  BULK  HANDLERS.  INC., 
Box  907,  Ada,  Okla.,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  LEVOY  C.  ELLSWORTH  and 
CHARLES  R.  ELLSWORTH,  both  also  of 
Stroud.  Okla.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney:  W.  T.  Brunson,  419  Northwest  Sixth 
Street,  Coahoma  City,  Okla.  73102.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  transfejrred: 
Dry  cement,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
from  Ada  and  Dewey,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Kansas  and  Texas,  from  Fredonia,  Kans., 
to  points  in  Oklahoma  and  Texas,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  and 
Texas,  restricted  to  shipments  having  an 
immediately  prior  movement  by  rail;  dry 
cement,  in  containers,  from  Ada,  Okla., 
to  points  in  Kansas  and  Texas;  and  ce¬ 
ment,  in  bulk  and  packages,  from  Ada, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Arkansas.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Oklahoma.  Kansas.  Arkansas. 
Missouri,  Texas,  and  Illinois,  ^plication 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-9762.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SERVICE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  Lawnslde,  NJ.  (MaU- 
ing  address:  Post  Office  Box  36,  Barring¬ 
ton,  N.J.  08007) ,  of  a  portion  of  the  <H)er- 
ating  rights  of  OCO  TRANSPORTAHON 
COMPANY,  3328  Vega  Avenue,  Cleve¬ 
land,  (Miio  44113,  and  for  acquisition  by 
H.  E.  IxFETVRE,  140  Everett  Avenue. 
Newark,  Ohio,  and  H.  L.  CROMER,  Park 
National  Bank.  Newark,  Ohio,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  Clarence  D.  Todd. 
1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20036.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  Paperboard  and  paper- 
board  products,  as  a  contract  carrier, 
over  irregulkr  routes,  from  Lancaster,  Pa., 
to  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  Ohio,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
skids,  pallets,  and  containers  on  or  in 
which  such  paperboard  and  paperboard 
products  are  sUpped,  from  point  in  the 
destination  territory  specified  imme¬ 
diately  above  to  Lancaster.  Pa.;  machin¬ 
ery,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  paperboard  and  paper- 
board  products  (except  liquid  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  and  except  waste  paper), 
from  points  in  New  York  (except  New 
York,  N.Y.),  New  Jersey  (except  Hud¬ 
son.  Essex,  and  Bergen  Counties) ,  Dela¬ 
ware,  and  Ohio,  to  Lancaster,  Pa.;  and 
skids,  pallets,  and  containers  cm  or  in 
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which  such  machinery,  materials,  and 
supplies  are  shipped,  from  Lancaster.  Pa^ 
to  points  In  the  orisin  territory  specified 
immediately  abore;  with  restriction. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier  In  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
New  Y<Hic,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky. 
Maine.  New  Hampshire,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio.  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  West 
Virginia,  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts. 
Virginia,  Vermont,  Michigan,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-9763.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  OUMPRBCHT 
TRUCKINO  CO..  216  Main  Street,  Crys¬ 
tal  Lake,  HI.,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  GOLD  STAR  MOTOR 
SERVICE,  me..  S22  North  Hough  Street, 
Barrington,  HI.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
ARNOIJ3  OUMPRBCHT.  125  South 
Street,  Crystal  Lake,  HI.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  and  property  through  the 
transactiem.  Applicants’  attorney:  Eu¬ 
gene  L.  Cohn,  1  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  controlled  and  merged: 
General  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  and  except  high  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  (when  trans¬ 
ported  as  a  separate  and  distinct  service 
In  coimection  with  so-called  "household 
movlngs’’),  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading,  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  between  Harvard.  HI., 
and  Chicago,  HI.,  serving  the  off-route 
points  of  Ridgefield,  Greenwood,  and 
Hartlaiid,  HI.,  between  Elgin,  HI.,  and 
Chicago  and  Crystal  Lake,  HI.,  serving 
all  Intermediate  points.  GUMPREJCHT 
TRUCKING  CO.  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Illitx)is.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  imder  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8764.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MINNESOTA- WISCONSIN 
TRUCK  LINES.  mCX>RPORATED.  965 
Bustis  Street,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55114,  of 
the  operating  rights  of  J.  F.  RIEBE.  do¬ 
ing  business  as  WACONIA  MOTOR  EX¬ 
PRESS.  Waoonia,  Minn.  Aprdlcants’  at¬ 
torney:  L.  C.  Major,  Jr.,  2001  Massachu¬ 
setts  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cepting.  among  others,  hous^old  goods 
and  commodities  In  bulk,  as  a  common 
carrier,  aver  regular  routes,  between  Wa- 
conia,  Minn.,  and  St.  Paul,  Minn  ,  serving 
the  intermediate  points  of  Victoria  and 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and  serving  points 
in  the  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn., 
commercial  zone,  sis  defined  by  ^e  Com¬ 
mission.  and  also  Scotchlite,  Efinn.,  as 
intermediate  or  off-route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  said  carrier’s  presently 
authorized  regular-route  operations  to 
or  from  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  such 
conunodlties  as  said  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  to  or  from 
Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul  over  regular 
routes,  and  points  in  the  said  commercial 
zone  and  Scotchlite,  in  lieu  of  Minne¬ 


apolis  and  St.  Paul,  whichever  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  be  served  by  said  car¬ 
rier  over  irregular  routes,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  such  commodities 
as  said  canter  Is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  to  or  from  Minneapolis  or 
St.  Paul,  over  Irregular  routes;  serving 
one  alternate  route  for  (H>erating  con- 
venimee  only.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  Minnesota,  and  South  Dakota. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 


By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  H.  Nxn.  Qarson, 

Secretary. 


IFB.  Doc.  67-eo»5;  PUed,  May  81.  1967; 
8:48  ajn.] 


{NoUoe395] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 


Mat  26. 1967. 


The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  67  (49  CFR 
Part  340)  published  In  the  Fzdxsax. 
RzGisTn,  issue  of  April  27, 1965,  effective 
July  1,  1965.  ’These  rules  provide  that 
protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tion,  within  15  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  One  copy  of  such  protest  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protests 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  be  specific  as  to 
the  service  which  such  protestant  can 
and  will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a 
signed  original  and  six  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  Is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.,  and  also 
in  the  field  office  to  which  protests  are 
to  be  transmitted. 


Motor  Carriers  or  Property 


No.  MC  57688  (Sub-No.  4  TA),  filed 
May  23,  1967.  Applicant:  CHICAGO  k 
EAS’TERN  ILLINOIS  RAILROAD  COM¬ 
PANY,  646  Chicago  Road,  Chicago 
Heights,  HL  60411.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  James  H.  Durkin  (same  address 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities.  (1)  between  Watseka  and 
Villa  Grove,  HI.:  From  Watseka  over  UB. 
Highway  24  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway 
49,  thence  over  Illinois  Highway  49  to 
Junction  UJS.  ffighway  36,  thence  over 
U.6.  Highway  36  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  130  at  Camargo,  HI.,  thence 
over  Hlinois  Highway  130  to  Villa  Grove, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  intermediate  and  off -route  points  of 
Ellis,  Carlock,  Coaler,  Woodland,  Bryce, 
(joodwlne.  Fountain  Creek.  Hustle, 
Reilly,  Gerald,  Dailey,  Royal.  Pauline. 
Glover,  'Tipton,  Rutherford,  Block,  and 


Bongsud,  HI.;  (2)  between  Wats^a  and 
Danville,  HI.:  From  Watseka  over  UA. 
Highway  24  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway 
1,  thence  over  HUnois  Highway  1  to  Dan. 
ville,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  the  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  of  Idilford,  Wellington,  Hoopeston, 
Canning  Spur.  RossvUle,  Carlock,  Coaler] 
WoexUand,  Alvin,  Bismarck,  and  West 
Newell,  HI.;  (3)  between  Danville  and 
Villa  Grove,  HI:  Prom  DanvlUe  over 
Hlinois  Highway  1  to  Junction  UB.  High- 
way  150,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  150  to 
Junctioa  UB.  Highway  36  near  Chrisman, 
thoice  over  U.S.  Highway  36  to  Junction 
Illinois  Highway  130  at  Camargo,  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  130  to  Villa  Grove, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  Intermediate  and  off-route  points  of 
Westville,  Bunsen,  Switch.  Maring, 
Gnq>e  Creek.  Riola,  Indlanola,  Scone, 
Sidell,  Hastings,  Allerton,  Broadlands, 
Long  View,  and  Falrland,  HI.;  (4) 
between  RossvUle  and  Sidell,  HI.; 
From  RossvUle  over  Illinois  Highway  1 
to  Junction  UB.  Highway  136.  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  136  to  Junc^n  nii* 
nois  Highway  49.  thence  over  Hlinoit 
Highway  49  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
ISO,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  150  to 
Junctitm  unnumbered  highway  at  Mun- 
de,  HL.  thmee  over  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  to  SMeU,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  Intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  of  Henning,  Bennett,  Ryan, 
Jamaica.  Msdaetown,  Jamesburg.  Col- 
llson.  Brothers,  and  Bronson,  HI.;  (5) 
between  Dawson  Park.  HI.,  and  Clssna 
Park,  HL:  Prom  Dawsem  Park  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  1  at  Milford,  lU.,  thence  over 
Illinois  Highway  1  to  Junction  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  north  of  Wellington,  UL, 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
Clssna  Park,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  Intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  of  Honeywell.  Stockland, 
Crawford  Switch,  Milford,  Alonzo,  Hick¬ 
man,  Ooodwine,  and  ClaytonvUle,  HI.; 
(6)  (a)  between  Villa  Grove  and  ’Thebes, 
HL:  From  Villa  Grove  over  unnumbered 
county  highway  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  45  at  ’Tuscola,  U.,  thence  over  US. 
Highway  45  to  Junction  Hlinois  Highway 
133,  thence  over  Hlinois  Highway  133  to 
Jimction  Hlinois  Highway  32,  thence  over 
Hlinois  Highway  32  to  Junction  unnum¬ 
bered  county  highway  near  Bruce,  HL, 
thence  over  unnumbered  county  highway 
to  Jimction  Hlinois  Highway  128,  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  128  to  Sbelbyville, 
HI.,  thence  over  HUnois  Highway  16  to 
Junction  unnumbered  county  highway, 
thence  over  unnumbered  county  highway 
to  Junction  Hlinois  Highway  33.  thence 
over  Hlinois  Highway  33  to  Junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  128,  thence  over  HUnois 
Highway  128  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
40.  thence  over  UB.  Highway  40  to  Alta- 
mont,  HI.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  40 
to  Junction  unnumbered  county  highway 
southwest  at  St.  E3mo,  HI.,  thence  over 
uimumbered  county  highway  to  Junction 
Hlinois  Highway  185  (also:  Prom  Shelby- 
vlUe,  HI.,  over  Illinois  Highway  16  to 
Junction  Hlinois  Highway  32,  thence  over 
Hlinois  Highway  32  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  40  at  Effingham.  HL,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  40  through  Altamont, 
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[  01 ,  and  St.  Elmo.  HI.,  to  Junction  nil- 

nois  Highway  185,  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  185  to  Loogootee,  HI.),  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  185  to  Junction 
Illinois  Highway  37,  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  37  to  Junction  unnumbered 
county  highway  south  of  J(H>pa  Junction, 
thence  over  unnumbered  county  high¬ 
way  to  Junction  UJ3.  Highway  51  at  Wet- 
augh,  Ill.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  51 
to  Junctlcm  unnumbered  county  highway 
at  UUln,  HI.,  thence  over  unnumbered 
county  highway  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  127.  thence  over  Illinois  High¬ 
way  127  to  Junction  unnumbered  county 
highway  at  Tanuns,  HI.,  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  county  highway  to  Junction 
Illinois  Highway  3,  thence  over  HUnois 
Highway  3  to  Thebes,  HI.  (also:  Prom 
Joppa  Junction  over  Illinois  Highway  37 
to  junction  unnumbered  county  highway 
north  of  Grand  CThain,  HI.,  thence  over 
unnumbered  county  highway  to  Junction 
Illinois  Highway  127,  thence  over  Hll- 
j  nois  Highway  127  to  Junction  lUlnols 
I  Highway  3,  thence  over  Illinois  Highway 
I  3  to  Olive  Branch) ;  and 

(b)  Between  Joppa  Junction  and 
Joppa,  HI.:  From  Joppa  Junction  over 
Illinois  Highway  37  to  Jtmction  Hlinols 
Highway  169,  thence  over  Illinois  High¬ 
way  169  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  Jimctlon 
unnumbered  county  highway  south  of 
Choat,  HI.,  thence  over  unnumbered 
county  highway  to  Joppa,  HI.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes,  serving  the 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  of 
West  Ridge.  Tuscola,  Craigs,  Bourbon, 
Arthur.  Cadwell,  Chipps,  Sullivan. 
Kirksvllle,  Findlay,  Shelbyvllle,  Clarks¬ 
burg,  Mode,  Holland,  Moccasin,  Alta- 
mont,  St.  Elmo.  St.  James,  .Loogootee, 
St.  Peter,  Kinmundy,  Brubaker,  Salem, 
Carter,  Kell,  Texlco,  Mt.  Vernon,  Bon¬ 
nie,  Ina,  Whittington,  Benton,  Orient. 
West  Pttmkfort,  Johnston  City,  Marion, 
Oorevllle,  Buncombe,  West  Vienna, , 
Cypress,  Joppa  Junction,  Oberts,  Perks, 
UUln,  Tamms,  Olive.  Branch,  Fayvllle, 
Chasco.  Mains,  Spur,  Kamak,  and  Boaz, 
ni.,  in  connection  with  (a)  and  (b) 
above. 

(7)  Between  Findlay  and  East  St. 
Louis,  HI.:  Prom  Findlay  over  unnum¬ 
bered  county  highway  to  Junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  128,  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  128  to  Junction  imnumbered 
county  highway,  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  county  highway  through  Wester- 
velt  and  Henton,  HI.,  to  DollvUle.  HI., 
thence  over  imnumbered  county  high¬ 
way  to  Junction  Hlinols  Highway  16 
(also:  Prom  Findlay  over  unnumbered 
county  highway  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  128,  thence  over  Hlinols  High¬ 
way  128  to  Junction'  Illinois  Highway  16, 
thence  over  Hlinols  Highway  16  to  Pana, 
ni.),  thence  over  Illinois  Highway  16 
through  Tower  Hill,  Pana,  Rosamond, 
Nokomls,  Witt,  and  Irving,  HI.,  to  Jimc- 
tion  Illinois  Highway  127  at  Hillsboro, 
ni.,  thence  over  Hlinols  Highway  127  to 
Taylor  Springs,  thence  over  Hlinols 
Highway  127  to  Junction  Illinois  High¬ 
way  16  at  Hillsboro,  thence  over  Hli- 
nois  Highway  16  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66,  between  Hamel,  HI.,  and  inter¬ 


section  Illinois  State  line  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  Bypass  40  and  Bypass  66;  between 
Junction  UJ3.  Highway  Bypass  66  and 
UJ3.  Highway  66  at  Hamel,  HI.,  and  in¬ 
tersection  Hlirmls  State  line  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highways  55  and  70  over  UB. 
Highway  66  and  Interstate  Highways  55 
and  70;  between  Junction  UJ3.  Highway 
Bypass  66  and  UJ3.  Highway  66  at 
Hsunel,  HI.,  and  intersection  of  HUnois 
State  line  and  U.S.  Highway  66  over 
UB.  Highway  66  and  Interstate  High¬ 
ways  55  and  70;  between  Jimction  HU¬ 
nois  Highway  111  and  UB.  Highway  By¬ 
pass  40  and  Bypass  66  and  Junction 
HUnois  Highway  11  and  Interstate  High¬ 
ways  55  and  70  over  HUnois  Highway 
111;  between  Junction  lUinols  Highway 
111  and  HUnois  Highway  162  and  inter¬ 
section  of  HUnois  State  line  and  Main 
Street,  Venice,  HI.,  at  McKinley  Bridge 
over  HUnois  Highway  162,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  Alternate  67  to  Junction 
Illinois  Highway  3  Into  Venice,  HI., 
thence  over  Broadway  to  Main  Street, 
thence  over  Main  Street  and  over  Mc¬ 
Kinley  Bridge  to  East  St.  Louis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  the 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  of 
Westervelt,  Henton,  DollvUle.  Pana, 
Rosamond,  Ohlman.  Nokomls,  Witt,  Irv¬ 
ing,  HiUsboro,  Taylor  Springs.  Living¬ 
ston,  MltcheU  Yard,  MltcheU,  Nameokl, 
Granite  City,  and  Madison,  HI.;  and 
(8)  Between  Chicago,  and  Watseka, 
HI.:  From  Chicago  at  12th  and  Clark 
Streets,  thence  over  12th  Street  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Wabash  Avenue,  thence  over  Wa¬ 
bash  Avenue  to  63d  Street,  thence  over 
63d  Street  to  State  Street,  thence  over 
State  Street  to  95th  Street  (also:  from 
Clark  and  Taylor  Streets  over  Taylor 
Street  to  Junction  State  Street,  thence 
over  State  Street  to  Junction  95th 
Street) ,  thence  over  95th  Street  to  Mich¬ 
igan  Avenue,  thence  over  Michigan  Ave¬ 
nue  to  126th  Street,  Kensington,  thence 
over  126th  Street  to  Junction  Indiana 
Avenue,  thence  over  Indiana  Avenue  to 
Jimctlon  Leyden  Avenue,  thence  over 
Leyden  Avenue  to  Junction  South  Park 
Avenue,. thence  over  South  Park  Avenue 
through  South  HoUand  to  Junction  Elea¬ 
nor  Street.  Thornton,  thence  over 
Eleanor  Street  to  Junction  Illinois  High¬ 
way  83  (also:  From  Junction  126th  Street 
and  Indiana  Avenue  over  Indiana  Ave¬ 
nue  to  Junction  Hlinols  Highway  83, 
thence  over  Hlinols  Highway  83  to 
Thornton) ,  thence  over  HUnois  Highway 
83  through  Thornton  and  Glenwood  to 
Junction  unniunbered  highway  (known 
as  Glenwood-Chicago  Heights  Road), 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway 
(known  as  Glenwood-Chicago  Heights 
Road)  to  Jimction  Illinois  Highway  1, 
thence  over  HUnois  Highway  1  to  Junc¬ 
tion  14th  Street,  Chicago  Heights,  thence 
over  14th  Street  to  Junction  East  End 
Avenue,  thence  over  East  End  Avenue 
through  South  Chicago  Heights  and 
Steger  to  Junction  HUnois  Highway  1. 
thence  over  HUnois  Highway  1  through 
Crete,  Goodenow,  Beecher,  Grant  Park, 
and  Momence  to  Junction  imnumbered 
highway  south  of  Momence.  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  to  Wlchert,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  Junction 


HUnois  Highway  1,  thence  over  HUnois 
Highway  1  through  St.  Anne,  to  Junction 
unnumbered  highway  south  of  St.  Anne, 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
Pmiineau.  thence  over  said  unnumbered 
highway  to  Junction  HUnois  Highway  1, 
thence  over  HUnois  Highway  1  through 
Martinton  to  Junction  unnumbered 
highway  south  of  Martinton,  thence  over 
said  unnumbered  highway  to  Plttwood, 
thence  over  said  unnumbered  highway  to 
HUnois  Highway  1,  thence  over  HUnois 
Highway  1  to  Watseka,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  the  Intermediate 
and  off-route  points  of  Kensington,  Dol¬ 
ton,  South  HoUand,  Thornton,  Chicago 
Heights,  South  Chicago  Heights,  Steger. 
Crete,  Goodenow,  Beecher,  Grant  Park, 
Momence,  Wlchert,  St.  Anne,  Papineau, 
Martinton,  and  Plttwood,  HI.  Nora:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  Commission’s 
order  authorizing  the  Missouri  Pacific 
RaUroad  Co.  to  acquire  stock  control  of 
appUcant  has  been  affirmed  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  thus  this  appUcatlon. 
The  LoulsviUe  8i  NashvlUe  Railroad  Co. 
has  beneficial  ownership  of  275,464 
shares  of  appUcant’s  stock  out  of  1,297.- 
006,798  shares.  Duration  of  temporary 
authority:  150  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  There  are  56  shippers’  supporting 
statements  attached  to  the  appUcation 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington, 
D.C..  or  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
Send  protests  to:  Roger  L.  Buchanan, 
District  Supervisor,  Bimeau  of  Opera¬ 
tions.  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
UB.  Courthouse  and  Federal  Office 
BuUdlng,  Room  1086,  219  South  Dear¬ 
born  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  108859  (Sub-No.  45  TA) .  filed 
May  24.  1967.  AppUcant:  CTAIRMONT 
’TRANSFER  (X).,  1803  Seventh  Avenue 
North,  Escanaba,  Mich.  49829.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  WlUiam  B.  Elmer, 
22644  Gratiot  Avenue,  East  Detroit, 
Mich.  48021.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
Uvestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  commodities  In 
bulk),  between  St.  Ignace  and  Cheboy¬ 
gan.  Mich.:  From  St.  Ignace  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  23,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  Cheboygan,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  for  150  days.  Restrictions: 
(1)  Restricted  against  services  at  points 
Intermediate  to  St.  Ignace  and  Cheboy¬ 
gan.  Mich.  (2)  Restricted  to  traffic  trans¬ 
ported  either  from  or  to  otherwise 
authorized  points  In  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  Michigan  west  of  Interstate  Highway 
75,  U.S.  Highway  2,  and  Michigan  High¬ 
way  48  between  St.  Ignace  and  Saulte 
Ste.  Marie,  and  points  in  Wisconsin 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  18  between  Mil¬ 
waukee  and  the  Mississippi  River.  (3) 
Restricted  against  interlining  traffic  with 
any  connecting  carrier  If  such  traffic 
originates  at  or  is  destined  to  points 
west  or  south  of  the  described  area. 
Non:  AppUcant  states  that  it  proposes 
to  Interline  with  other  carriers  at  Che¬ 
boygan,  Mich.  Supporting  shippers: 
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Soott  Paper  Co..  Marinette,  Wis.  54143; 
The  Ansul  Oo.,  Marinette,  Wis.  54143; 
and  The  Mead  Corp.,  Escanaba,  Mich. 
49829.  Said  protests  to:  C.  R.  Flemming, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera- 
ticms.  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
221  Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich. 
48933 

No.  MC  113434  (Sub-No.  28  TA).  filed 
May  24.  1967.  .^plicant:  ORA-BEliL 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  679  Lincoln  Avenue, 
Holland.  Mich.  49423.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Wilhelmina  Boersma,  1600 
First  Federal  Building.  1001  Woodward 
Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  those 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  advertising 
materials,  supplies,  and  premiums,  when 
moving  in  the  same  vehicle,  from  the 
facilities  of  American  Hcxne  Foods,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  American  Home  Products  Corp. 
at  La  Porte,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia; 
for  180  ,  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
American  Home  Foods,  Division  of 
American  Home  Products  Corp.,  685 
■nilrd  Avenue.  New  York,  N.Y.  10017. 
Send  protests  to:  C.  R.  F7emming,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  221 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.  48933. 

No.  MC  118535  (Sub-No.  31  TA).  filed 
May  23.  1967.  AppUcant:  JIM  TIONA, 
JR..  803  West  Ohio  Street.  Post  Office 
Box  127,  Butler,  Mo.  64730.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Carll  V.  Kretsinger.  450 
Professional  Building.  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  tran^mrtlng:  (1)  Feed 
and  feed  ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  bags,  and 
in  mixed  shipments  of  bulk  and  bags, 
between  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas, 
Iowa,  Nebraska,  and  Illinois;  and  (2) 
dry  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients. 
in  bulk,  in  bags  and  in  mixed  shipments 
of  bulk  and  bags,  from  Dubuque.  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas.  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  N^radui,  North  Dakota, 
Illinois,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin;  for  150  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Pay  Way  Feed  Mills,  Inc.,  Third 
and  Broadway,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105; 
and  International  Minerals  L  Chemical 
Corp.,  Skokie,  Ill.  60078.  Send  protests  to: 
John  V.  Barry,  District  Supervisor.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  1100  Federal  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64106. 

No.  MC  119863  (Sub-No.  6  TA).  filed 
May  24.  1967.  Applicant:  LAMONI  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Box  24, 
Davis  City.  Iowa  50065.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  Robinson.  412  Equi¬ 
table  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiilar 
routes,  tran^rarting:  Carcass  meat,  from 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  Chicago.  HI.,  for  the 
account  of  Nebraska  Beef  Co.;  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shimier:  Nebraska  Beef 
Co..  36th  and  I  Streets,  Omaha.  Nebr. 
Send  protests  to :  Ellis  L.  Annett,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  227  Federal 
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Office  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  125136  (Sub-No.  7  TA).  filed 
May  24.  1967.  AiH>llcant:  W.  T.  MAR¬ 
SHALL.  1285  Niduy  Avenue,  Decatur. 
HI.  62526.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mack  Stephenson.  42  Fox  Mill  Lane, 
Springfield.  HI.  62707.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contraet  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
to  Ottawa,  HI.;  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  St.  Louis  Beverage,  Inc.,  Ottawa, 
HI.  Send  protests  to:  Harold  Jolliff,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
476,  325  West  Adams  Street,  Springfield, 
HI.  62704. 

No.  MC  126126  (Sub-No.  4  TA).  filed 
May  24,  1967.  Applicant:  RABB  BROS. 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  736, 
San  Joaquin,  Calif.  93660.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Martin  J.  Rosen.  140 
Montgomery  Street,  San  Francisco,  C^allf . 
94104.  Authority  souedit  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alumi¬ 
num  pipe  of  various  diameters  with 
couplings  and  fittings,  irrigation  pumps, 
pump  components,  and  accessories,  from 
shipper’s  plantsite  in  Fresno  Cotmty, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Nevada,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Idaho;  for 
180  days.  Siipporting  shipper:  Westslde 
Pump  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  588,  San  Joa¬ 
quin.  Calif.  93660.  Send  protests  to:  Wil¬ 
liam  R.  Murdoch,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  450  Golden  Gate  Ave¬ 
nue,  Box  36004,  San  Francisco.  Calif. 
94102. 

No.  MC  128150  (Sub-No.  1  TA).  filed 
May  24, 1967.  AppUcant:  JOHN  J.  WAS- 
DEN  AND  MYRON  COOK,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  C  W  &  M  DISTRIBUTINO  CO., 
255  Second  Street,  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho 
83401.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Ken¬ 
neth  G.  Bergqulst,  P^  Office  Box  1775, 
Boise.  Idaho  83701.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Presto-logs,  from  Missoula,  Mont., 
to  points  within  Yellowstone  Park,  Wyo.; 
for  150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Mis¬ 
soula  Pres-To-Logs  Co..  Post  Office  Box 
1243,  Missoula,  Mont.  59801.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  C.  W.  CampbeU,  District  Sxuwr- 
visor.  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  203  Eastman 
Building,  Boise,  Idaho  83702. 

No.  MC  129071  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
May  24.  1967.  AppUcant:  WHTIEHALL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  WhitehaU,  Wis. 
54773.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Wil- 
Uam  J.  Boyd,  29  South  La  SaUe,  Chicago, 
HI.  60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from 
WhitehaU,  Wis.,  Eau  Claire.  Wis.,  and 
points  in  the  St.  Paul-Minneapolis,  Minn., 
commercial  zone,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Michigan.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
New  YoiiE.  New  Jersey.  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware.  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Rhode  Island.  Massacdiusetts,  Ver¬ 
mont.  New  Hamp^lre,  Maine,  and  the 


District  ot  ColumlUa;  for  180  days.  Sup. 
porting  shipper:  WhitehaU  Packing  Oo 
Inc.,  WhitehaU,  Wis.  54773.  Send  pip!! 
tests  to:  Charles  W.  Bruckner.  IMstrict 
Supervisor.  Bureau  of  Operations,  b- 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  214 
North  Hamilton  Street,  Madison,  Wis 
53703. 

No.  MC  129100  TA,  filed  May  23,  1967. 
AppUcant:  PACKAGE  DBXIVERY 
SERVICE  CO.,  2127  Arapahoe  Street,  * 
Denver.  Colo.  80205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Frank  W.  Taylor,  Jr.,  1221 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  between  points  in  Coloieuk, 
Wyoming,  Nebraska,  and  New  Mexico  in 
the  following  described  area:  Beginning 
at  a  point  on  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  line  where  intersected  by  the  Con¬ 
tinental  Divide,  thence  north  idong  the 
Continental  Divide  to  the  point  where 
it  Intersects  the  Colorado-Wyoming  State 
line,  thence  east  along  the  Colorado- 
Wyoming  State  line  to  junction  UjB, 
Highway  287,  thence  north  along  US. 
Highway  287  to  Jrmction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  thence  northwesterly  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  287,  thence  north  along  UJS. 
Highway  287  to  junction  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  220,  thence  northeasterly  along 
Wyoming  Highway  220  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  26.  thence  southeasterly  along 
U.S.  Highway  26  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  thence  east  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  North  Platte,  Nebr, 
thence  west  along  Interstate  Highway  80 
and  Interstate  Highway  80S  to  the 
Colorado-Nebraska  State  line,  thence 
east  and  south  along  the  Colorado- 
Nebraska  State  Une  to  junction  Kansas 
State  Une.  thoice  south  along  the 
Colorado-Elansas  State  Une  to  junc¬ 
tion  C^lahoma  State  Une,  thence  west 
along  the  Colorado-Oklahoma  State  line 
to  jimction  New  Mexico  State  Une.  thence 
west  along  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  Une  to  junction  UB.  Highway  85, 
thence  south  along  UB.  Highway  85  to 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  thence  north  over 
U.S.  Highway  85  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64.  thence  north  over  UB.  Highway 
64  to  junction  UB.  IHghway  85,  thence 
north  over  UB.  Highway  85  to  junction 
Colorado-New  Mexi<»  State  Une.  thence 
west  along  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  Une  to  its  Intersection  with  the 
Continental  Divide,  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning;  and  also  serving  all  points  on  or 
within  8  mUes  of  the  highways  listed 
above;  for  180  dayrs.  AppUcant  states  that 
it  proposes  to  interline  shipments  at  all 
points  it  is  authorized  to  serve.  Restric¬ 
tions:  (1)  No  transportation  service  shall 
be  rendered  to,  from,  or  between  points 
in  Jackson  County,  Colo.  (2)  No  service 
shaU  be  rendered  in  the  transportation  of 
any  package  weighing  more  than  70 
pounds,  and  no  service  shaU  be  provided 
in  the  transportation  of  any  ^ipment 
weighing  more  than  100  pounds  from  any 
one  consignor  to  any  one  consignee  on 
any  1  day.  Supporting  shippers:  There 
are  43  shippers’  supporting  statements 
attached  to  the  appUcatioil  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
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Commission  In  Washington,  D.C.,  or  at 
I  the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro- 
i  tests  to:  James  E.  Henry,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  1961  Stout  Street, 
2022  Federal  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 

I  80202. 

'  No.  MC  129114  TA,  filed  May  24,  1967. 
Applicant:  MOULERUP  VAN  Si  STOR¬ 
AGE  CO.,  INC.,  OP  OGDEN,  UTAH, 
I  2127  Lincoln  Avenue,  Ogden,  Utah  84401. 
1;  Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  H. 
Moffat,  Suite  1311,  Walker  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  ^t  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
;  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods. 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Weber  County,  Utah,  and 
(2)  between  points  In  Weber  Coimty, 
Utah,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Logan  and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
serving  all  Intermediate  points,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  requiring  contain- 
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erization  or  decontsdnerlzatlon  and 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  exempt  freight  forwarders;  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  De  Witt 
Freight  Forwarding,  6060  North  Figueroa 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  Csdlf.  90042;  Empire 
Household  Shipping  Co.  of  New  York, 
Inc.,  160  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10038;  Mollerup  Freight  Forwarding  Co., 
2900  South  Main  Street,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84115.  Send  protests  to:  John  T. 
Vaughan,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Conunerce  Com¬ 
mission,  2224  Federal  Building,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84111. 

No.  MC  129115  TA,  filed  May  24,  1967. 
Applicant:  MOLLERUP  MOVING  Si 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  2900  South  Main 
Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84115.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Richard  H. 
MolTat,  Suite  1311,  Walker  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
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routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  In  Utah,  restricted  to  ^Ipments 
requiring  containerization  or  decontain- 
erlzatlon  and  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  exempt  freight 
forwarders;  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  De  Witt  Freight  Forwarding, 
6060  North  Figueroa  Street,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90042;  Mollerup  Freight  Forward¬ 
ing  Co.,  2900  South  Main  Street,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84115;  and  Pyramid  Van 
Lines,  Post  Office  Box  2373,  Station  B, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94126.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  John  T.  Vaughan,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  2224  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  67-6096;  Piled.  May  31,  1967; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL 

part  3— STATEMENTS  OF  GENERAL 
POLICY  OR  INTERPRETATION 

Cobalt  Preparations  Intended  for 
Use  by  Man 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  502  (a),  (f),  (J),  505,  701(a). 
52  Stat.  1050-1053,  as  amended,  1055; 
21  U.S.C.  352  (a),  (f),  (J),  355,  371(a)) 
and  delegated  by  him  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR 
2.120),  i  3.48  (32  F.R.  449)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  3.48  Cobalt  prrparationR  intend*^  for 
uite  by  man. 

(a)  On  January  17,  1967  (21  C^FR 
3.48;  32  FJl.  449),  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  issued  a  revised  state¬ 
ment  of  policy  with  respect  to  the  status 
of  cobalt-containing  drug  preparations 
Intended  for  use  by  man,  which  revision 
was  to  be  modified  as  needed  following 
consideration  of  such  drugs  by  a  panel 
of  hematologists.  A  panel  consisting  of 
authorities  in  the  field  of '  hematology 
met  on  March  8,  1967,  with  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Medical  Advisory  Board  for 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  to 
consider  the  status  of  cobalt-containing 
drugs  and  the  following  findings  and 
recommendations  were  made: 

(1)  Cobalt  salts  are  not  suitable  for 
over-the-counter  sale  to  the  public  for 
the  treatment  of  iron-deficiency  anemia. 
They  are  associated  with  toxic  effects 
and  offer  no  advantage  over  iron  alone. 

(2)  Potential  toxic  effects  of  these 
salts  includes  liver  damage,  claudication, 
myocardial  damage,  thyroid  hyperplasia, 
hypothyroidism,  dermatitis,  nausea,  and 
anorexia. 

(3)  Cobalt  salts  are  not  generally  rec¬ 
ognized  as  safe  or  effective  therapy  for 
any  disease  condition. 

(b)  On  the  basis  of  the  available  evi¬ 
dence  and  the  findings  and  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  representatives  of  the 
Medical  Advisory  Board,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  finds  and  de¬ 
termines  with  respect  to  cobalt-contain¬ 
ing  drug  preparations  Intended  for  use 
by  man,  except  radioactive  forms  of 
cobalt  and  its  salts  smd  cobalamln  and 
its  derivatives,  that: 

(1)  Such  articles,  because  of  their 
potential  for  causing  toxic  effects,  are 
not  suitable  for  over-the-counter  use  in 
iron-deficiency  smemia;  any  such  article 


that  is  labeled,  represented,  or  adver¬ 
tised  for  over-the-counter  use  in  the  pre¬ 
vention  or  treatment  of  iron-deficiency 
anemia  will  be  regarded  as  subject  to 
regulatory  proceedings. 

(2)  Such  articles  are  not  generally 
recognized  by  qualified  experts  as  safe 
or  effective  therapeutic  agents  for  iron- 
deficiency  anemia  or  for  any  condition 
whether  for  over-the-counter  sale  or  for 
prescription  dispensing;  any  such  article 
labeled,  represented,  or  advertised  for 
any  condition  will  be  regarded  as  subject 
to  regLilatory  proceedings  unless  such 
recommendations  are  covered  by  a  new- 
drug  application  approved  piu-suant  to 
section  505  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  and  based  on  a  show¬ 
ing  of  safety  and  effectiveness. 

.  (3)  Cobalt  salts  added  to  drugs  in 
small  amounts  are  not  effective  for  any 
purpose  and  should  be  removed. 

(c)  A  completed  and  signed  “Notice  of 
Claimed  Investigational  Exemption  for 
a  New  Drug,”  Form  FD-1571  set  forth  in 
§  130.3  of  this  chapter,  must  be  submitted 
to  cover  clinical  investigations  to  obtain 
evidence  that  such  preparations  are  safe 
and  effective  for  any  purpose. 

(d)  (1)  For  such  preparations  for 
which  new-drug  approvals  are  in  effect. 

'supplemental  new-drag  applications  may 
be  submitted  if  changes  consistent  with 
this  policy  statement  can  be  effected 
thereby.  If  the  composition  and  labeling 
of  an  article  are  such  that  the  cobalt  is 
not  significant  in  relation  to  the  labeling 
claims,  it  will  be  permissible  for  the  ap¬ 
plicant  to  remove  the  cobalt  salt  from 
the  formulation,  delete  all  references  to 
it  in  the  labeling  and  resume  marketing 
the  reformulated  drug,  provided  that  a 
supplement  is  submitted  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  policy 
statement  in  the  Federal  Register  fur¬ 
nishing  full  information  regarding  such 
changes,  including  the  date  on  which 
such  changes  are  being  effected. 

(2)  Applicants  holding  other  approved 
new-drug  applications  for  such  prepara¬ 
tions  should  submit,  within  3C  days,  a 
written  statement  waiving  opportunity 
for  a  hearing  preliminary  to  withdrawing 
approval  of  the  application  unless  the 
applicant,  wishes  to  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

(e)  Regulatory  proceedings  may  be 
initiated  with  respect  to  any  drug  within 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  act  that  is  con¬ 
trary  to  the  provisions  of: 

(1)  Paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  and 
shipped  after  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  policy  statement  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(2)  Paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  this 
section  and  shipped  after  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  policy 
statement  in  the  Federal  Register. 


(S«cs.  503  (a),  (f),  (J),  605,  701(a),  53  Stat. 
1050-1053,  aa  amended,  1055;  31  UA.C.  853 
(»).(f).(J).355. 371(a)) 

Dated:  May  25,  1967. 

James  L.  Goddard, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FJt.  Doc.  67-6144;  Filed,  June  1,  1967; 
8:48  am.] 


SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD 
PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Sorbttan  Monostearate;  Polysorbate  60 
(Polyoxyethylene  (20)  Sorbitan 
Monostearate) 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  in  a  petition 
(FAP  7A2095)  filed  by  Atlas  Chemical 
Industries,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Del.  19899, 
and  other  relevant  material,  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  food  additive  regulations 
should  be  amended  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  a  specific  combination  of 
sorbitan  monostearate  and  polysorbate 
60  (polyoxyethylene  (20)  sorbitan  mono¬ 
stearate)  as  an  rmulsifier  in  whipped 
vegetable  oil  toppinrr  Therefore,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cos  .letic  Act  (sec.  409 
(c)(1).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c) 
(1))  and  under  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  by  the  l^retary  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR 
2.120),  81  121.1029(c)(1)  and  121.1030 
(c)  (1)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  121.1029  Sorbitan  monoMearalr. 

•  •  «  »  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(1)  As  an  emulsifier  in  whipped 
vegetable  oil  topping  with  or  without 
one  or  a  combination  of  the  following: 

(i)  Polysorbate  60  (polyoxyethylene 
(20)  sorbitan  monostearate) ; 

(il)  Polyoxyethylene  (20)  sorbitan 
tristearate; 

(lli)  Polysorbate  80; 

whereby  the  maximum  amoimt  of  the 
additive  or  additives  used  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  0.4  percent  of  the  weight  of  the 
finished  whipped  vegetable  oil  topping; 
except  that  a  combination  of  the  addi¬ 
tive  with  polysorbate  60  (polyoxyethyl¬ 
ene  (20)  sorbitan  monostearate)  may  be 
used  in  excess  of  0.4  percent,  provided 
that  the  amount  of  the  additive  does  not 
exceed  0.27  percent  and  the  amoimt  of 
polysorbate  60  (polyoxyethylene  (20) 
sorbitan  monostearate)  does  not  exceed 
0.77  percent  of  the  weight  of  the  finished 
whipped  vegetable  oil  topping. 

•  •  •  •  • 
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